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BRITISH AND AMERICAN JOINT COMMISSION 

UPON THE CLAIMS OF THE 

HUDSON'S BAY AND PUGET'S SOUND AGKICUL- 
TUBAL COMPANIES. 



In the matter of the Claim of the Hudson's Bay Company vs. the 

United States. 

Depositions of witnesses [in behalf of the United States] 
sworn and examined in the city of Portland, district of 
Oregon, before me, Ralph Wilcox, clerk of the district 
court of the United States for the district of Oregon, 
by virtue of a verbal agreement made and entered into 
between W". C. Johnson, Esq., as counsel for the United 
States of America, and Amory Holbrook,Esq., as coun- 
sel for the Hudson's Bay Company. 

Testimony of J. C. Ainsworte. 

J. C. Ainsworih, being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies 
as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ans. — Forty-four years old; my residence, Portland, and 
occupation steam-boating. 

Int. 2. — Are you connected with the Oregon Steam Navi- 
gation Company ? If so, state in what capacity, and how long 
you have been connected with that Company. 

Ans. — I am connected with it; I am President of the 
Company, and have been connected with it ever since its 
organization, in 1860. 

Int. 3. — State how long you have been engaged in steam- 
"boating on the Columbia river before the organization of 
that Company. 



Ans.'^Off and on from 1851 until the organization of the 
Company. 

Int. 4. — State whether the Hudson's Bay Company have 
transported goods up the Columbia river in their own boats 
since your acquaintance with the river. If so, up to about 
what time? 

Ans, — I have no knowledge of their transporting goods in 
their own boats. 

Int 5. — State whether, since you commenced steam-boat- 
ing on the Columbia river, that Company has shipped its 
goods on steam-boats of your Company and other persons 
or companies* 

Ans. — They occasionally shipped goods by our Company's 
boats. I have no knowledge of their shipping by other 
boats. 

I7it 6. — Have the quantities of goods shipped by the Com- 
pany up the Columbia been large or small? 

A71S. — It would be what 1 call small. 

Int, 7. — If you know from the directions on the goods, or 
the statements of the agents of the Company what port or 
ports were supplied in this manner, please state. 

Ans, — I do not know positively* I think, however, they 
wei^ for Colvile. 

Int. 8. — At what point were these goods placed on your 
boats? 

Ans. — For the present season I think they were shipped 
at Portland ; tbey used to ship from Vancouver when they 
had an establishment there* 

Int. 9. — Have any obstructions, to your knowledge, been 
placed at any of the portages on the Columbia river which 
would prevent the shipment of goods up the Columbia, or 
down the same, in the mode formerly practiced by the Hud- 
son's Bay Company with bateaux, horses, and men ? 

Ans. — There have been railroads built at the Dalles, and 
Cascades portages, but [they] do not interfere with the ship- 
ments of goods as formerly with bateaux, horses, and men. 

Int. 10.' — ^Please give your opinion as a shipper of goods, 
whether the placing of steam- boats and railroads on the Co 



li;ijip^,i,a,,x:iv/er has Jbeei^. an advantage or disadvaptage to the 
Hudson's Bay CompaDy in the transportation of* their goods 
jip an4r4p^p.tha4i river?. (Objected to as immaterial, b^- 
c^use tl^e Cpmpany claim the ri^ht of navigation, and the 
privilege^ pf the portages, apd not the mere convenience of 
transportation.) 

4?i5, — ^It has certainly been a great advantage to all ship- 
pers in reducing the price of transportation. 

Cross-examination by A. HolbrooJc^ Esq. 

. Ird. 1;— *Did not the Hudson's Bay Company send large 
quantities of goods in their own boats up and down the Co- 
lumbia river from 1861, and thence on for several years ? 
' -dy?5,— I suppose they seat goods uprth^. Columbia river in 
their own boats, but not to my knowledge; I have no per- 
sonal knowledge of it 

Int 2. — Did not the Company receive by vessels and steam- 
ers from abroad, large quantities of goods, from 1851 until 
1860? 
Ans.-^l think they did at Vancouver^ 
InU 3. — ^Did not the steamer Otter, belonging to the Com- 
pany, make frequent trips to Vancouver during the time 
mentioned ? 

:; ^n&— rShe made a few trips, but I think not frequent, as 
near as I recollect. 

»^ ' InL 4.— At the ;tkoie j^^ou . cammejiced business on the 
/Columbia, did not the Company furnish more merchandise 
for transportation than any other parties ? 
-4/i»»-*--Gertainly. not. • 

a: InL 6. — Prior to I860, w:hen the Oregon Steam Ifavigation 
. Company commenced businesa, do you know how the Com- 
pany forwarded goods from Vancouver up the Columbia 
river ? . - i " • . 
!'i.'; jinSi***-From 1868 t^rlgSO, I think they sent them up by 
-gstiBamboiits^ piriorto that time I hay^ no personal knowledge, 
oaad 'that -extenidfid. to thje Dalles only during that time. 
.^L^ •fot^.-^^FTom 1868*0 18.§0, (iid.nattihe.Hu<iB(an'sBay-Com- 
•o^ srij no :)>roiiir'i b?.i :::/.cJ-r jls;:: ^; -t;:.-^; -r :■ ■'•- ^-■■-•r- ',-■.?■ 
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pany furnish moye goods for transportation than any other 
parties? 

^Ans. — I think not ; Uncle Sam shipped more than any- 
body else those days. 

Int. 7. — Who, besides the government, shipped an equal, 
amount, if you recollect ? 

Ans. — I don't recollect; the shipments of the Company, 
as compared with the balance, was inconsiderable at the 
time. 

I71L 8. — Do you know where were the old portage land- 
ings of the Company at the Cascades ? 

-4/15.— No. 

InL 9. — How can you say, then, that their portages are not 
obstructed ? 

Ans, — ^Because any one can land there, and take goods 
over the portage on horses. 

InL 10. — Is not all the land at the Cascades claimed by 
private piarties ; and has it not been so claimed for several 
years ? 

Ans, — I think it is, and has. 

Int 11. — Are not the landings at the Dalles portage also 
taken up by private claimants ? 

Ans. — I believe so. 

Int. 12. — Is not the occupation by these claimants an ob- 
struction to the free use of both portages by the Hudson's Bay 
Company ? 

Ans. — No more so to them than to aify one else. 

Int. 13. — Is it not an obstruction to any one without ob- 
taining a charter, or laying out a public way ? ' 

Ans. — There is a public trail and highway, that any one 
can travel, both at the Cascades and Dalles. 

Int. 14. — Please state what improvements in transporta- 
tion, on the Columbia river, have been made since you came 
to Oregon. 

Ans. — Improvements have been very great; there were 
no steamboats on the Upper Columbia when I came to Ore- 
gon ; there are now ten or more ; and first-class railroads at 
the portages, at the Cascades and Dalles. 



InL 15. — How many steamboats have your company, for 
the purpose of trade, between Portland and the Cascades ? 

Arts. — There are four ; seldom more than one used at a 
time; one runs daily. 

Int. 16. — How many steamboats between the Cascades 
and the Dalles ? 

Ans. — Three ; one runs daily. 

tnt. 17. — How many steamboats above the Dalles, and how 
far do they run? 

Ans, — There are seven above the Dalles; run to Wallula 
and White Bluffs on the Columbia, and to Lewiston on 
Snake river, 

Int 18. — Have your company any other boats above on 
the Columbia, or its tributaries ? 

Ans^ — We have one boat on the Upper Snake river, from 
Farewell Bend to Owyhee crossing ; the distance about one 
hundred and twenty miles. We have an interest in a boat 
on t]je Upper Columbia, above Colvile, and have an in- 
terest in a boat on the Pend-Oreille lake ; the one on the 
Upper Columbia is called the Forty-nine, and her route is 
two hundred and fifty miles ; the other, on the lake, runs 
about sixty miles. 

Int. 19. — Please state the other distances run by your 
boats. 

Ans. — From Portland to Cascades, sixty-five miles; Cas- 
cades to Dalles, fifty miles ; Dallesito Wallula, one hundred 
and twenty-five miles ; Wallula to White Bluffs, about fifty 
miles; Wallula to Lewiston, about one hundred and seventy 
miles. 

Int. 20. — Please state whether the Forty-nine runs within 
American or British territory. 

Ans. — Most of the distance in British territory. 

Int. 21. — Does it run under a British or American license, 
or both ? 

Ans. — I do not know, positively, but think both. 

Int. 22. — Please state the length of the railroad at the 
Cascade portage, and the cost of the road and its equipment. 

Ans. — The length of the road is about six miles; can't 
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state the exact cost of the road, but it is a first-class road ; 
it is well equipped; two first-class locomotives, and one 
second class, and plenty [of] freight and passenger cars. 

Int 23. — ^Please state also in regard to the road at the 
Dalles. 

Arts. — The road at the Dalles is about fourteen miles long; 
it is first class ; has two first-class locomotives, two second- 
class ditto, and a suitable number of freight and passenger 
cars. 

Int 24. — Are not the regions of country, east of the Cas- 
cade mountains, mainly supplied with merchandise passing 
over your route ? Please state the limits of country supplied 
by you. 

Arts. — The country supplied by our line, comprises Eastern 
Oregon, most of Idaho Territory, portion of Montana JTerri- 
tory, portion of the British possessions, bordering on the 
Columbia river, and a portion of Washington Territory. 

InU 25. — Please state the comparative increase of business, 
annually, during the last six years, on your route. 

Arts, — I can't answer at present ; I will give a statement 
to be attached hereto. 

InU 26. — State what, in your judgment, is the prospect of 
business on the route for the future ; is it likely to increase, 
or diminish ? 

Ans. — I think it is likely to increase; how much, I cannot 
say. * 

Int. 27. — Please state, if you recollect, the present rates of 
freight and passage, from Portland to the principal interior 
points. 

Ans. — Freight, or general merchandise, from Portland to 
the Dalles, is, at present, fifteen dollars per ton ; Dalles to 
Umatilla, fifteen dollars per ton ; Dalles to Wallula, seven- 
teen dollars and fifty cents per ton; Dalles to Lewiston, 
sixty dollars per ton; Dalles to White Blufis, twenty-five 
dollars per ton. Freight on Pend-Oreille lake, ten dollars 
per ton. Passage from Portland to Dalles, six dollars, in- 
cluding fare on railroad ; Dalles to Umatilla and Wallula, 
including railroad^, twelve dollars; Dalles to Lewiston, 
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twenty-two dollars; Dalles to White Bluffs, seventeen 
dollars. 

InL 28. — Please state how these rates compare with those 
charged in previous years. 

Ans. — Greatly reduced; freights have been reduced at 
different times ; many instances, more than one-half. 

InL 29. — Please state the original capital of the Oregon 
Steam Jfavigation Company, and its present capital. 

Ans. — The original capital was $172,500; the present 
capital, $2,000,000. 

InL 30. — What is the par value of a share ? 

Ans. — Five hundred dollars is the amount of a share. 

InL 31. — What is its market value, so far as you know, 
from any late sales ? 

Ans. — Eighty cents. 

InL 32. — Please state what rights to the^land at the porta- 
ges at the Cascades and Dalles, the Company possessed. 

Ans. — The Cascade Railroad Company at the Cascades — 
owned, substantially, by the same owners as the Steam Navi- 
gation Company — own right of way — thirty feet wide, over 
the line of the road, with sufficient amount of land for ware- 
houses, turn-outs and landings; the same is true of the 
road at the Dalles, owned by the Oregon Steam Navigation 
Company. 

InL 33. — Please state whether you know anything of the 
abandonment of any of the Company's posts east of the Cas- 
cades, or the manner in which Colville was supplied, prior 
to the present time. 

Ans. — I don't know anything about the abandonment of 
any posts east of the Cascades; I don't know how Colville 
was supplied, prior to 1858, having no steamboat interest 
east of Vancouver, prior to that date. 

InL 34. — Please state what dividends the Oregon Steam 
Navigation Company has been paying for the past few 
months. 

Ans. — One per cent, per month. 



10 

Direct examination resumed^ by W. C. Johnson^ Esq. 

Int. 1. — To what extent does the Oregon Steam Naviga- 
tion Company now control the carrying trade on the Colum- 
bia river and its tributaries, east of Portland, leaving out the 
Willamette river. 

Ans. — About exclusive control. 

Int. 2. — State, if you can, the number of tons shipped by 
the Hudson's Bay Company the present season. 

Ans. — Our secretary informed me that it was about sev- 
enty-five tons. 

OrosS'Examination resumed., by A. Holbrook, Esq. 

Int. — Please state, if you know, what proportion the sev- 
enty-five tons alluded to just now, bears to the whole amount 
shipped to Colville by the Hudson's Bay Company, by way of 
Frazer river. 

Ans. — Can't state. 

J. C. AiNSWORTH. 

Portland, July 26, 1866. 

OFFICE OF OREGON STEAM NAVIGATION COMPANY, PORTLAND, 

OREGON. 

Statement to be attached to the deposition of J. G. Ainsworth, in 
ansv)er to interrogatory No. 25. 

1861, No. passengers, 10,500. Tons freight, 6,290. 

1862, " " 24,500. " " 14,550. 

1863, " " 22,000. " " 17,646. 

1864, " " 36,000. « " 21,834. 



Testimony of W. W. Chapman. 
W. W. Chapman, being duly sworn, deposes and testifies as 
follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, occupation, and what 
oflicial positions you have held in Oregon or elsewhere ? 

Ans. — Age, 58; residence, Portland, Oregon; profession, 
a lawyer; I held the position of Surveyor General for Ore- 
gon for the years 1859, '60, and I believe part of 1861 ; am 
not positive as to date. I have held Federal appointments 
elsewhere. 
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Int. 2. — Have you at any time engaged in practical farm- 
ing ; if so, when and where ? 

Arts. — For many years I have been engaged more or less 
in carrying on farming operations, and to some extent per- 
sonally ; generally in Oregon, since 1847, 1 have been the * 
owner of a farm, and a good deal of the time resided thereon. 

Int. 3. — When did you come to Oregon ? 

Ans. — In 1847. I think I arrived in November that year. 

Int. 4. — Are you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany's post at Umpqua; if so, state when you first saw it, 
and what subsequent knowledge of, and connection with it, 
you had ? 

Ans. — I was acquainted with that post from 1853 until 
1856, in the fall. I may have seen it in 1852. The exact 
time when I first saw it I do not now remember, so as to 
state positively. I made an arrangement with a Hudson's 
Bay Company's agent, or factor, for taking possession and 
using it in connection with another contract for the purchase 
of their stock. I moved upon it in the fall of 1853, and 
resided there until the fall of 1856. 

Int. 5. — Who was the agent in charge of the post before 
you took possession ? 

Ans. — There was no resident agent; the agent or factor to 
whom I have referred was Governor Ogden and Mr. Ballen- 
den, who resided at Vancouver. There was, however, a 
Frenchman at the post, I think employed to take care of 
afiairs there. I think he had left before I removed to the 
place. His name I cannot tell now. 

Int. 6. — What rent did you pay for the use of this post? 

Ans. — I cannot now tell the amount. It was a small sum 
per annum. I think it must have been considerably under 
$100, or it might have been that sum. 

Int. 7. — State, as near as you can remember, the price you 
paid per head for the stock of the Company, either cattle or 
horses ? 

Ans. — My recollection now is that there were two contracts 
in reference to cattle, and the impression I have is that it 
was from eis^ht to fifteen dollars. I am not positive by any 
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means of the amount. I did have a contract with reference 
to some cattle on the Vancouver side, and I may confound 
the prices. 

InU 8. — Were these cattle tame or wild? 

Ans. — They were wild, very; to get them it was necessary 
to chase them down with horses, or shoot them like deer. 

Int. 9. — How much land did the Company have enclosed 
at this post ? 

Ans, — I never measured it or took particular note at the 
time that I remember ; but recollecting the enclosure at this 
day, I should suppose there was some thirty or forty acres ; 
it might have been more or less. 

InL 10. — Describe the buildings at Fort TJmpqua, giving 
the manner of their construction, size, &c., and ptate what 
became of them, if you know? 

Ans. — There were three separate buildings, I believe, 
when I first contracted; one was so dilapidated that I don't 
remember it well enough to describe it; it was of so little 
consequence that it fell down, or was torn down to keep it 
from falling. Another was a long building, with three 
apartments, I believe, one story high, constructed in the 
usual manner of the Company, that is, with short hewed or 
split slabs, slipped into grooves in upright posts. I have 
seen a great many buildings on the same plan among the 
Canadian French. This building I think had been con- 
structed for a warehouse or store-rooms. I judge so from its 
appearance, and I think that was its reputation. There were 
the remains of a building which had been burnt down some 
years before, or at least before 1 had any knowledge of it. 
I would think it had been a dwelling-house. It had been 
rather a square building, at least that is my present recollec- 
tion. There was another, a barn, which stood off from tKe 
cluster of buildings I have referred to, some one or two hun- 
dred yards, perhaps, constructed, I believe, in the same way. 
It was there, I think, when I first contracted, but was burned 
up before I removed there. Fires raged extensively in that 
country for some time before I removed to the place; a 
great deal of. country was overrun, and much damage was 
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done by it, as I learned. Considerable damage was done to 
this place, particularly in burning down the barn referred to. 
The building which I have called a store or warehouse, I used 
as a dwelling until out of it and some new lumber I con- 
structed another house, which I have not described. That 
was a tolerably good frame house, a story and a half high. 
Its dimensions I couldn't give exactly. I should think it 
would be from 16 to 18 by 20 to 24 feet. This house was 
there the last time I saw it. 

Int. 11. — State, in your judgment, the value of the build- 
ings 3^ou have described, which were on the place when you 
went there, and also of that which you constructed ? 

Ans. — It would be very difficult to set a value or price. 
All the building that was worth anything was the long build- 
ing I have spoken of with three rooms, which was some 30 
or 40 feet long; the flooring was puncheons or hewed ; they 
might have been whip-sawed, but they were thick, heavy 
lumber. There was very little if anything overhead, that is 
of any value; one or two of the rooms might have had some- 
thing overhead, but of no consequence. The house was so 
racked and liable to fall, as 1 supposed, that I propped it up for 
the first winter with long pieces, and made haste to get into 
another building. A hundred dollars would be a big price for 
its value, while the work on it would be worth much more, 
either to make the lumber or put up the building. The 
barn I think was not entirely covered. I may not have seen 
it but once, and do not remember it well enough to describe 
it, or fix a price. I think it was built in the same way as the 
other, though I am by no means certain that it was. Its 
value, however, was not very great as it then stood, when I 
saw it; perhaps not over a hundred dollars, although it must 
have cost a good deal more for the lumber and for putting 
it up. Had it been substantial and needed by a farmer, it 
might have been of more value. It may have been built at 
a later date than the other buildings, and more substantial, 
but of that I am unable to say. The building whi^h I con- 
structed myself, I think could not have cost me over three 
or four hundred dollars. 
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Int 12. — Give your judgment of the value per acre of the 
land claimed by the Company at that post ? 

Ans, — The value of that land depends upon the quantity 
and period at which the vahie is fixed. In 1853 there was a 
mania for farming lands, and prices and value was high. 
From 1854 on for some time, prices declined very much, 
until lands in that vicinity were very low. It would be 
necessary to fix a period to get at any definite value. I do not 
think that at any time, that I now remember, that those 
lands were worth more than ten dollars per acre; although 
the fancy of some and the peculiar circumstances of others 
might have indicated a value of fifteen dollars per acre. Not 
heing acquainted with that country since 1856, except by 
reputation, my estimate of value must be taken with some 
allowance. With the improvements as they were in 1856 
and 1857, there being some sixty or eighty acres under a 
first rate stake and ridered fence, the improved part of it, with 
some little outside land, was estimated to be worth about 
fifteen dollars per acre. 

Int. 13. — Give your judgment of the value per acre in 
1866 and 1857 of the 640 acres claimed by the Company at 
Fort Umpqua ? 

Ans, — I do not remember exactly the boundaries of the 
land claimed by the Company, but it was always understood 
that the Company claimed the bottom lying in the bend of 
the river, by a direct line from the extremes, and^crossing 
the points of the hills ; on the upper end of this bottom there 
was a Frenchman had a little claim, which might or might 
not have been within their boundaries. Taking it altogether, 
as I understood it, an average of ten dollars an acre would, 
I think, have been a high price. It might have reached 
hetween ten and fifteen dollars, and I think that it could not 
very well have gone over- ten dollars. The price which I 
have given is not so much from a recollection of the general 
price of lands in that country, as the particular value of this 
land, which I consider one among the best tracts of land in 
that country. 

InU 14. — How would the price of lands generally in Ore- 
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gon, including the Umpqua Valley, in 1863, compare with 
their value in 1856 ? 

Ans. — Lands in Oregon, generally, I think, were better 
about 1858. I rather think they declined to about 1862; but 
they were different in different places. There is a remarka- 
ble peculiarity in the varied prices of land in Oregon at the 
same period. Public attention will be directed to some sec- 
tion of the country by something exciting, and consequently 
lands will be higher in that particular section, while in other 
sections, at the same time, causes which have conduced to 
high^prices have ceased to exist, and consequently the prices 
of land decline. For instance, sometimes towns will flourish 
and lands in the vicinity will be high for a time ; other times 
leading thoroughfares will be popular, and ceasing to be so, 
for a time the prices of land will decline. In 1863 I think 
. the price of lands in the vicinity of Umpqua was very low. 
My reason for thinking so is that in 1861 or 1862 there was 
a tremendous flood, which literally washed out the Lower 
XJmpqua, as I am informed and believe, doing very great 
damage. I did not see these things, but such was the gen- 
eral report. How far that country might have recovered in 
1863 I am unable to state. 

Int 15. — Has the Hudson's Bay Company, to your know- 
ledge, in any way occupied their claim at Umpqua since you 
abandoned it as their tenant ? 

Arts, — The last act of the Hudson's Bay Company, with . 
•which I am acquainted, having a tendency to possession and 
occupancy, and indicating their relation to that tract of land, 
was their contract with me in relation thereto, and the pos- 
session which I took in pursuance, except that occasionally 
some members of that Company may have called on me in 
passing, I now recollect of nothing else. It haa been a long 
time, and occurreiices may have escaped my recollection. 

Int 16^— State the substance of your contract with the Hud- 
son's Bay Company about stock at Vancouver, and where it 
was made? (Objected to; the witness admitting that the 
contract may have been in writing, and no cause having been 
shown why it cannot be produced.) 
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Arts, — I think I purchased all their cattle called wild cattle 
on the north side of the river. I think there was a specifi- 
cation that it did not include the cattle at the farms, or at 
Nisqually; these were farms carried on somewhere towards 
Nisqually, it may have been the Cowlitz farms, and the cattle 
about those farms were exempted from this contract ; the 
precise language used in the restriction or exemption I can't 
give ; the price I would not be positive of now, I think I 
must have had about three contracts about cattle, and it's 
hard, from recollection, to give the price ; it was a low price ; 
I should say from five to eight dollars. I think this must 
have been in 1852 or 1853 ; it was, at all events, while Mr. 
Ballenden was there, I believe. 

Int 17. — Give, as near as you can, the number of cattle 
affected by this transaction, and state whether they were 
tame and driveable or otherwise ? 

Ans, — I suppose there were a great many ; it was rumored 
that the plains back of Vancouver had a great many on them ; 
also in the direction of Lewes river, and down the Columbia. 
I think I never saw but one, and that was running. I sold 
another that I was told belonged to us since that time ; all 
the cattle that were there wild were understood to be mine. 
I sold one or two for some small sum ; my search was on 
thiswise: I employed a man, half-breed, I think, at Van- 
couver, who was recommended to me by some one over 
there, furnished him provision, and sent him out north- 
wardly to hunt the cattle ; he stayed about long enough to 
eat the grub and returned; he gave some excuse, and I dis- 
charged him ; he could'nt find any, or did'nt find any at least. 
I went myself once as far as Mr. Covington's, on the fourth 
plain, and was about to drive off some of his cattle, but, on 
a mutual explanation, I returned without any cattle. I went 
down the Columbia river, where I found one that I have re- 
ferred to ; there might have been other ctole in the country 
designated, possibly, but I considered it a fruitless under- 
taking, and abandoned any further attention to it. 

InL 18. — Are you acquinted with Jesse Applegate, J. G. 
Rinearson, and J. C. Carson, if so, state their standing in 
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commnnity, and your judgment of their competency to pass 
upon the value of property examined by them? (Objected 
to as immaterial, incompetent, and irrelevant.) 

Arts, — ^I am personally and well acquainted with each. 
They were men of unimpeachable character, I should con- 
sider them entirely competent to judge of the value of lands, 
houses, and other impVovements. 

W. W. Chapman. 

Portland, July 26, 1866. 



Testimony of A. J. Lovejoy. 
A. L. Lovejoy^ being duly sworn, deposes and testifies, as 
. follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and profession ? 

Ans. — Some fifty-four or five years of age ; residence Port- 
land, Oregon ; a lawyer by profession. 

InL 2. — State when you came to Oregon, and whether 
your residence therein has been continuous until this time ? 

Ana. I came to Oregon in 1842, but in the fall of 1842 I 
went to Fort Hall, and from there to the Spanish country, 
Taos or Santa Fe, and from there to Colorado, as it is called, 
and then returned to Oregon in the fall of 1843 ; came to the 
Willamette Valley about the middle of October, 1843, and 
from that time my residence has been in Oregon. 

Int. 3. — State what oflicial positions you have heretofore 
held under the provisional, territorial, and State governments 
of Oregon, and the United States Government. 

Ans. — I was elected a member of the legislative committee 
in June, 1844, under the Provisional Government, and served 
that session, and in 1846 was re-elected, and served as speaker 
of the House. I was in the Legislature, from time to time, until 
the Territory was organized ; when the Territory was organ- 
ized, in 1848, 1 was elected a member of the Legislature,, and 
served as speaker of the House, and was elected two or three 
times member of the Council, and was president of the CounciL. 
I was a member of the ^ate convention which formed the 
constitution ; after that, I was appointed receiver of the Land 
Ojfice at Oregon City, about 1859. 
2 
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Int. 4. — ^Please state whether you were acquainted with 
Dr. John McLaughlin, Peter S. Ogden, James Douglas, and 
other factors and^managing agents of the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany during your early residence in Oregon ? 

Arts. — I was well acquainted with Dr. McLaughlin, Mr. 
Ogden, and Mr. Douglas, more particularly with Dr. Mc- 
Laughlin. I was acquainted' with some, others. 

Int. 5. — What connection, if any, did these men and their 
employes, and servants, and those under their influence, 
have with the formation of the provisional government of 
Oregon ? 

Ans, — I always understood that they participated in com- 
mon with other citizens of the valley* Dr. Tolmie was a 
memberjof the Legislature in 1846. H. M. Pierce was a mem- 
ber ; A. McDonald was a member in 1846. They generally 
voted at the elections. 

Int 6. — State what, if anything, you have heard Dr. 
John McLaughlin say with reference to his supplying emi- 
grants at an early ddy with food and clothing and seed for 
their farms, and the action of his superiors with reference 
thereto? 

Ans. — At an early day. Dr. McLaughlin furnished the 
emigrants coming, great many of them, very destitute, with 
fuel and clothing, seed, grain, and cattle, and they were to 
pay him when they could; it was a large amount, some 
seventy-five or eighty thousand dollars, at least I so under- 
stood from him. I understood him to say that he had acted, 
against orders, that he had done it on his own responsibility ; 
that they complained that he had done it against orders, and 
that he sold goods on credit without authority, and that they 
did not do a credit business. He said further that they pro- 
posed to charge him with this amount ; he then said that he 
claimed that if they charged him with this amount that he 
claimed the profits that grew out of it ; that is the way he 
expected to get even on it. I never knew what the Com- 
pany did in the premises. (The foregoing answer is ob- 
jected to by the counsel for the Hudson's Bay Company so far 
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as it purports to be a statement of Dr. McLaTiglilin's conver- 
sation, because it is hearsay and incompetent.) 

Int. 7.— State whether Dr. McLaughlin was pleased or 
displeased with this conduct of his superiors in the Hudson's 
Bay Company ? (Objected to as incompetent and irrelevent.) 

Ans. — I should infer from his conversation that he was 
displeased. 

InL 8. — Have you been acquainted with the Hudson's Bay 
Company's property at Champoeg ? if so, state during what 
years. 

Ans. — I recollect at an early day of seeing a warehouse 
there, and I do not know but there was a store connected 
with it. I recollect of going there several times, but don't re- 
collect the years. 

Int. 9. — What became of the Company's buildings at that 
point ? 

Ans. — Either rotted down or washed away. 

Inl. 10. — ^Did you ever see the dwelling-house at that 
post? 

Ansi — I have. 

Int. 11. — How much, in your opinion, were the ware- 
house and dwelling-house, of which you have spoken, worth 
when you last saw them ? 

Ans. — Well, sir, I should think that twenty-five hundred 
or three thousand dollars would build them new. They 
were in good condition, and if anybody wanted them I should 
think they were worth that sum. 

Int. 12. — How many years since you particularly observed 
them? 

Ans. — ^It must be eight or ten years ago, I should think ; I 
have seen them since. 

Int. 13. — Are you acquainted with Jesse Applegate, J. S. 
Rinearson, and J. C. Carson? K so, state their standing in 
community, and your judgment of their competency to esti- 
mate the value of property examined by them. 

Ans. — I am well acquainted with Applegate and the others ; 
I think their standing in community is good; men of intelli- 
gence, and would be very suitable men to appraise property 
of almost any kind. 
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Cross-examination by A. Holbrook, Esq. 

Int. 1. — ^In the conversation with Dr. McLaughlin, referred 
to by you in answer to the sixth direct interrogatory^ did he 
not say that he feared or supposed the Company might charge 
him for giving credit contrary to orders, rather than that its 
officers had proposed to do so ? 

Ans. — I don't know that they had done it. The impres- 
sion I had is that they had threatened to do it, and he expected 
that they would ; I don't know that they did it. 

Int. 2. — At what time was this conversation; was it 
while the Doctor resided in Oregon City, or before he left 
Vancouver? 

Ans. — It was after he left Vancouver, I think, and while 
he resided in Oregon City. 

Int. 3. — ^When he came to Oregon City to reside, had he 
not resigned his position as governor or chief-factor of the 
Hudson's Bay Company ? 

Ans. — I think he had, or was about to resign. 

Int. 4. — ^In what year did he come to Oregon City to 
reside? 

Ans.^-li appears to me it must have been as early as 1845, 
but I cannot tell certain. 

Int. 5. — ^In what year was the provisional government of 
Oregon organized ? 

Ans. — The first steps were taken in 1843; in 1845 there was 
a kind of a constitution adopted. 

Int. 6. — ^Was not the object of that government the main- 
tenance of law and order, and the adoption of measures to 
promote the settlement and prosperity of Oregon? 

Ans. — It was. 

Int. 7. Did not the gentlemen you have named in your 
direct examination as officers of the Hudson's Bay Company, 
co-operate as heartily iij the organization and support of that 
government as other citizens of Oregon? 

Ans. — They did, and helped equally to bear the burdens. 

A. L. LovEJOY. 

Pi^RTLAND, July 27^ 1866. 
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Testimony op A. C. Gibbs. 

-1. (7. GilhB^ being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies 
as follows: 

Int, 1. — State your age, residence, and profession? 

Ans. — My age is forty-one; residence, Portland; profes- 
sion, a lawyer. 

Int. 2. — ^How long have you been in Oregon; at what 
places have you resided, and what oflicial positions have you 
occupied in the State ? 

Ans. — I hav'C been in Oregon since the middle of October, 
1850. I have resided at the mouth of the Umpqua river, 
at Roseburg, and at Portland; was collector of customs for 
the southern district of Oregon for six years ; been twice a 
member of the Legislature of Oregon ; elected prosecuting 
attorney in 1868, and have been Governor of Oregon for the 
last three years. 

Int. 3. — ^Are you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany's post at Umpqua? If so, state when you first saw it; 
how long you were in the vicinity; and describe it generally. 

Ans. — ^I am acquainted with the post; saw it first the lat- 
ter part of October, 1850 ; about the 23d, I think ; I remained 
in the immediate vicinity of it a few weeks ; and lived as 
near as the mouth of the Umpq«a and Roseburg for seven 
years. I was well acquainted with that post during that 
time ; frequently passed it It is situated about forty-five 
miles from the mouth of Umpqua river, about twenty miles 
above the head of navigation, in a big bend. As I have 
^understood the claim and lines, it was six hundred and forty 
acres, about one half first rate prairie land, level, and the 
^balance extending en a hill, a part of it timber. When I 
first saw it, I should think there was about eighty acres of it 
enclosed with a common rail fence, and about half an acre 
was enclosed as a stockade, made of small trees set in the 
^ound, some fifteen feet in height, with gates for ingress 
and egress. Inside this stockade were buildings, one of which 
was occupied as a dwelling-house for the superintendent of 
the post; the others were used for granaries and the store. 
I think the number of granaries and store were so divided 
.as to make four or five apartments in number* I think they 
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were all covered with one roof. The body of the buildings 
were made of hewn logs, and I think the divisions between 
them were of the same material. The main building or res- 
idence, I think, was hewed on the inside at least. This 
building is what is called a story and a half building. The 
others were one story high. There were a few apple trees 
inside the inclosure. 

Int 4. — ^What were these buildings and improvements 
worth when you first saw them, separate from the land ? 

Ans. — Well, I think the value, considered in the light of 
any purpose for which any person would want to buy prop- 
erty of that kind in that locality, considering the condition 
of the country, would be $1,500. 

Int. 5. — In what condition were these buildings, from 
time to time, during your stay in that section of the country? 
(Objected to as immaterial.) 

Ans. — The buildings when I first saw them were in very 
good condition ; the stockade was very much decayed near 
the ground ; the fence appeared to have been built a num- 
ber of years ;, some of the rails were rotten ; it was after- 
wards taken down, relaid, throwing out the poorer rails, and 
enclosed, I think, about half as much as at first. Within 
two or three years from the time I first saw them a part of 
the buildings burned down ; the stockade was either burned 
down or torn down about that time ; I never saw it after the 
fire. 

InL 6. — ^How much were the improvements worth,, as you 
last saw them ? (Objected to as immaterial.) 

Ans.—1 should judge $1,000 or $1,200. 

Int 7. — How much, in your opinion, was the Company'^s 
claim worth per acre, when you first saw it, and also when 
you last saw it, including 640 acres and the improvements ? 
Please state with reference to your knowledge of the market 
value of such property at those dififerent dates. 

Ans. — I should think the claim, t^ken as a whole, was 
worth four or five dollars an acre. The market value in that 
country was greater from 1850 to 1854 than it has been since ; 
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still the improvements were worth more when I first saw 
them than they were in 1854. 

Int. 8. — How much was the land actually enclosed worth 
per acre, with the improvements ? 

An^, — I don't think it was worth much, if any more, than 
the level land outside of the enclosure, as the fence was old, 
and the land had the appearance of being cultivated for a 
number of years. The value of the bottom land, I should 
think, was worth about seven dollars per acre ; the hill lands 
about two dollars per acre. 

Int. 9. — ^Who occupied this post while you were in that 
country ? 

Ans. — The first man in charge of it, when I came there, 

% was a Frenchman called Captain Gagnier ; the next man in 

charge that I remember of, was King — I think T. B. King, 

and then Colonel Chapman, My impression is that it was 

not occupied when Colonel Chapman came. 

Int 10. — During your knowledge of this post, did the busi- 
ness of the Hudson Bay Company there increase or decrease? 

Ans. — It decreased very much ; never was much, to my 
knowledge, except in selling grain to settlers the first year 
or two, and disposing of some goods they had on hand when 
I first came there. I think it entirely stopped both selling 
grain and disposing of goods, before or during the time Mr. 
King was there. My recollection is that after Colonel Chap- 
man came, he repaired a part of the fences and commenced 
raising grain. 

• Int. 11. — How did the values of property in Oregon gen- 
erally, in lands and improvements, compare in 1863 with 
those prevailing from 1860 to 1855 ? 

Ans. — I think lands were higher in 1850 and 1851 than 
they were in 1855, and were not any higher until the last 
two or three years, I think they have been increasing in 
value during that time. 

Int 12.— About what date was such property in Oregon 
generally at its lowest figures since 1855 ? 

An8. — ^I should say from 1859 to 1863. 

Int 13. — Are you acquainted with Jesse Applegate, J, S. 
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Rinearson, and J. C. Carson; if so, state their standing in 
community, and your judgment of their fitness to appraise 
property examined by them? 

Ans. — I am well acquainted with Jesse Applegate and J. 
C. Carson, and some acquainted with Mr. Rinearson. I con- 
sider Mr. Applegate as well qualified for that business as any 
man in Oregon. I consider Mr. Carson well qualified to 
judge of any matters pertaining to buildings. I am not well 
acquainted ^^ith Mr. Rinearson, to speak particularly; what 
I know of hina is favorable, 

Oross-examination hy A. Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1. — State whether the land referred to was not among 
the best in Umpqua county ? 

Ans. — One half of the claim, I think, was. 

Int. 2. — Before 1854 do you know of any such land being 
sold for less than ten dollars per acre ? 

Ans. — ^Tes ; I do. 

Int. 3.--- Where and whose ? 

Ans. — In the fall of 1850 I took a claim of 320 acres, about 
a mile and a quarter from this claim ; about 80 acres of it 
was as good as any of this. About February I sold it for 
$250. I know the claim of John E. Gardner, about five 
miles below, being sold on execution, I think for about 
$700. I think this sale of Gardner's was after 1854, and not 
as good land; part of it was as good. 

Int. 4. — Did you consider the price obtained by you for 
the land you sold, a fair value ? 

Ans. — ^I did, a fair market value ; I could not get any 
more. ^ * 

Int. 5. — Did you not sell that land because you wished to 
change your residence? 

Ans. — Thatwas the main reason ; I wished to go to another 
part of the country. 

Int. 6. — ^Did you sell anything more than the improve- 
ments ? 

Ans. — I sold the possessory right that all settlers had on 
public lands under the land law. 
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Int. 7. — How long had you resided upon- and cultivated 
this land? 

Arts. — ^I took it in October and sold it in February follow- 
ing ; not time for cultivation in the mean time. 

Int. 8. — ^What possessory right under the land law had 
you then acquired ? 

Ans. — I acquired the same right that other settlers did 
tipon public lands in Oregon, which, under the law granting 
lands to settlers, had it been continued four years, would 
have given me title in fee simple. 

Int. 9. — ^Did not the land law make all sales of that descrip- 
tion null and void ? 

Ans. — The law allowed a person, a settler, to take posses- 
sion of the land and hold it, and protected him in that right. 
When a sale was made, the person buying acquired the right 
to take possession of the land the same as if it had been 
vacant land. 

Int. 10. — ^Was not the purchaser required to do as much 

to secure the title as though he had never bought from you? 

• Ans. — He would be, with the exception that the permanent 

improvements that had been made would be credited to him, 

the same as if he had made them. 

Int. 11. — ^Do you mean that such improvements would ex- 
cuse him from any part of the four years' residence and cul- 
tivation required by law ? 

Ans. — It would not excuse him from any part of the four 
years' residence ; it might or might not excuse him from 
cultivation, if part of the permanent improvements consisted 
in planting ; an orchard which remained on the premises, 
would excuse him from any further cultivation, and would 
perfect his title after four years' residence. 

Int. 12. — Was the transfer made by you anything more 
than an abandonment of your claim to the land ? 

Ans. — It was, as it vested in the purchaser what little im- 
provement I had made on the land. 

Int. 13. — ^Do you consider such a transfer as^any fair evi- 
dence of the value of land ? 

Ans. — ^I think it is some fair evidence of it ; lands would 
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have been higher if purchasers could have got a title in fee 
simple. 

Int. 14. State the size of the dwelling-house within the 
stockade at Umpqua. 

Ans, — I canH do it definitely; my opinion of that subject 
would be a mere approximation, without any particular 
examination. 

Int. 15. — Were there not two dwelling-houses within the 
stockade, besides the range of stores ? 

Ans. — ^I have no recollection of but one. 

Int. 16. — Could • those buildings, and the stockade, have 
been erected for less than $5,000 ? 

Ans, — That would depend upon the time that they were 
erected. I have only given my opinion of them in the con- 
dition that I saw them. 

Int. 17. — Judging from what you saw, the apparent age of 
the buildings, and the condition of the country, do you believe 
that the Company could have ereGted them, with the stock- 
ade and fences, for less than $5,000 ? . 

Ans, — \ canH tell definitely the condition of the country. 
I have no knowledge of [it] except from its history at the time 
when the buildings were erected ; judging from their appear- 
ance, if labor was less, they might not have cost, and prob- 
ably would not cost, that amount ; but if the price of labor 
was high as when I came to the country, it would cost that 
. sum and probably more. 

Int. 18. — How far was Umpqua from Fort Vancouver, the 
headquarters of the Company? 

Ans. — I think some two hundred and fifty miles. 

Int. 19. — Was not the transportation necessary for con- 
veying materials and supplies so costly as to make the build- 
ings very expensive ? 

Ans. — Yes, much more so than if the materials had been 
nearer. 

Int. 20. — ^What business, if you know, was this post de- 
signed for beside what you have stated ? 

Ans. — I suppose for the purpose of trading with the In- 
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dians. I suppose that was the principal object for which it 
was established. 

Jnt 21. — ^What particular trade with the Indians, if any ? 

Arts, — Buying furs and skins. 

Int. 22. — Do you know what checked that trade in 
1850-51 ? 

Ans. — The settlement of the country by the whites, and 
the decrease of the number of Indians. 

Int. 23. — ^Did not the difficulties with the Eogue River 
Indians attract all the Indians in that part of Oregon, so that 
about that time no Indians remained in the Umpqua to col- 
lect furs ? 

Ans, — I think it did not; all the Umpqua Indians wei:e 
friendly during that war, excepting a few in the southern 
part of the Umpqua valley. 

Int. 24. — At what time were the Uippqua Indians collected 
.at the reservations? 

Ans. — I don't remember when that was; a sub Indian 
agent appointed at the mouth of the Umpqua river, I think 
in 1853; it did not cause any change of residence on the 
part of the majority of the Indians. Those residing between 
the fort and Scottsburg changed their residence, generally, 
to the reservation. 

Int. 25. — Were not treaties made with the Indians, in 
southern Oregon, in 1851? 

Ans. — ^I don't remember when they were made, excepting 
at Rogue river valley ; a treaty was made, after the war, in 
1851. 

Int. 26. — At that time was not Judge Skinner appointed 
Indian agent for southern Oregon ? 

Ans. — I know he was Indian agent after the war, but don't 
remember what time he was appointed. I know that Skin- 
ner was the first agent, and Dr. Ambrose the next. 

Int. 27. — Was not Judge Skinner appointed under Fill- 
more's administration ? 

Ans. — He was. 

Int. 28. — Was not the post at the Umpqua used as a trading 
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post by all the Indians in southern Oregon, as well as by 
those residing in its immediate vicinity. 

Ans. — ^I have no definite knowledge on that subject; my 
impression is, that trade at that post was confined mostly to 
the Indians living on the Umpqua, Coos, and Coquille rivers, 
and their tributaries. I suppose these Indians traded the 
goods they got at that post with other Indians living farther 
•south. 

InL 29. — Was it not generally understood that that post 
was especially important, on account of the number of sea- 
otter, which were very valuable, taken by the Indians on the 
southern coast of Oregon ? 

Ans, — ^I think it was. 

InL 30.-— Was it not generally understood that the Hudson's 
Bay Company fortified that post upon account of the hostile 
disposition shown by the Indians towards Jedediah Smith 
and his party, some years before? 

Ans, — I think it was understood that they fortified the 
post, or built the stockade, on account of the hostility of the 
Indians ; can't say whether it was before or after the massacre 
of the Smith party. It was once attacked by Indians while 
Captain Gagnier had charge of it. 

InL 31. — ^Was it not understood, also, that the Company 
sent an expedition for the rescue of that party and the re- 
covery of their property? 

Ans, — ^I have no definite knowledge on that point I have 
heard that one of the party wandered about until he reached 
Vancouver, and they sent men down and recovered some of 
the Smith property. I have heard that two of the party were 
rescued, and that it was in 1829. 

InL 32. — Was not that party generally understood to be 
American citizens ? 

Ans. — They were. 

InL 33. — Was not that post, generally understood, to have 
been a place of protection for American citizens, as well as 
for the employes of the Company? 

Ans. — I can't say that it was, as it was situated twenty 
or thirty miles from the Oregon and California road, and 
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there were no American citizens settled in the Umpqua 
valley while the Indians were hostile. 

Int. 34. — Was it not near the route, formerly travelled, be- 
tween California and Oregon ? 

Ans. — No nearer than twenty or thirty miles. I never 
heard of any travellers coming up the coast route, except 
the Smith party, until after the country was settled in 1850. 

Int 35. — Did not the existence of that post, in your judg- 
ment, for so many years, have a beneficial effect in taming 
the Indians, and making them friendly towards the first 
American settlers? 

Arts, — I think it did, very materially. 

Int 36. — ^Do you know anything of the killing or taking 
of the Company's cattle by the early settlers in that neigh- 
borhood, or others travelling in that vicinity? (Objected to 
by counsel for the United States, as it is not pertinent cross- 
examination, because no claim is made for damages on this 
account in the memorial of the Company; because it is im- 
material and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — I do, from rumor; I have no knowledge of my own. 

Int. 37. — State whether what you have heard is from 
general rumor prevalent in that vicinity, or otherwise. (Ob- 
jected to by counsel of United States, because hearsay and 
rumor are not competent evidence, and because such rumors 
were probably started by the Company's servants.) 

An8. — General rumor prevalent in that locality. 

Int. 38. — Please state, then, what jou have heard. (Ob- 
jected to, for reasons noted above.) 

Ans. — I have heard that the Company had, in 1850, a 
number of hundred head of cattle, ranging over an extent 
of country from some five miles in width, to ten or twelve 
miles in length ; the number of cattle might have been two 
hundred; it might have been four or five hundred, judging 
from what I have heard. At that time they were very 
wild and unmanageable — called Spanish cattle — sometimes 
annoyed and attacked the people and travellers. That some 
of the settlers and travellers killed some of them for food, 
and for the purpose of getting them out the way. From 
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1850 to 1853 ; there were twenty-five or thirty settlers in 
that vicinity. The number of cattle was understood to have 
considerably decreased up to the time Colonel Chapman 
took charge of them, and afterwards, I think at the time 
Colonel Chapman left, they were all gone. My understand- 
ing has been, while Colonel Chapman was there, that arrange- 
ments were made by him with other parties to kill cattle, for 
which he was to have compensation, for the meat, and tlaat 
he did all he could to prevent the cattle being killed without 
his consent, unless they made arrangements with him. 

Int. 39. — From 1850, until Colonel Chapman took charge 
of the post, was it not a common occurrence for the settlers 
when they wanted beef to go out and shoot one of the Com- 
pany's cattle? (Objected to for reasons before stated.) 

Ans. — I don't think it was a very common occurrence ; all 
the knowledge I have is from common rumor; I know that 
Captain Gagnier used to go out and kill wild cattle and 
sell the beef to settlers ; they were always called wild cattle 
there. 

Int. 40. — Do you not know^that persons who supplied the 
markets at Jacksonville, Yreka, and other places, were in 
the habit of driving oft' small bands of these cattle for that 
purpose ? 

Ans. — I do not. I think they were so wild they could not 
have been driven to the nearest market, which was Scottsburg. 
To have taken them to Jacksonville or Yreka, they would 
have had to cross three ferries, and it would have been impos- 
sible to have got them over in boats. 

Int. 41. — Did not cattle frequently cross these rivers by 
swimming, following one or more that were tame? 

Ans. — I never knew or heard of it. 

Int. 42. — Are you acquainted with Archibald McKinlay 
and Thomas Lowe? If so, state their standing in commu- 
nity, and your judgment of their fitness to appraise property 
examined by them ? 

AnB. — I know both of them, but am not sufficiently 
acquainted with them to give a proper answer in reference 
to their fitness as appraisers; lam better acquainted with 
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McKinlay than Mr. Lowe; I know nothing and have heard 
nothing against their standing in commmunity or which- 
would effect their credibility as appraisers. 

Int. 43. — Have you ever said or written anything, or have 
you any prejudice against the claim of the Hudson's Bay 
Company now under examination? 

Ans. — I have said something in private conversation 
against the mariner and amount of the claim of the Hudson's 
Baj' Company ; I don't remember I have written anything 
on the subject; I have no prejudice against the Company. 

Int. 44. — State whether, while residing in the Umpqua val- 
ley, you ever advised any person that the land of the Company 
at that post, was subject to occupation and preemption as 
vacant land ? 

AnB. — ^I don't remember that I ever did ; am pretty sure 
that I was never employed as an attorney on the subject; I 
think the question had been discussed among the people in 
that section of the country ; I may or may not have said 
something about it; I don't know who occupied the land 
after Colonel Chapman left ; I don't know who occupies it 
at the present time. 

Direct examination resumed. 

Int. 1. — Give the best of your knowledge of the market 
price of good farming lands in Oregon generally, away from 
the immediate vicinity of towns, from 1861 to 1863 inclusive. 
(Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — I should say from two to five dollars per acre, 
depending upon the character of the soil and the amount 
of the improvement? ; some farms would be worth less and 
some more. 

Int. 2. — State your opportunities for acquiring a knowledge 
of the value of lands ? 

Ans, — ^I have travelled considerably over the State, and 
have been interested in three farms during that time, two of 
which have been sold; also known of the sale of farms by 
other persons. As Governor of Oregon I have had to locate 
public lands for common school purposes. I have located 
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since the fall of 1862, 400,000 acres. The Legislature has 
fixed the price at two dollars an acre in currency or green- 
backs. 

Cross-examination resumed by Mr, JSoIbrook. 

Int. 1. — State whether, in speaking of prices in your tes- 
timony, you have fixed a coin value, except in your last 
answer. 

Ans. — Coin value. 

Int. 2. — State whether location with reference to rivers, 
roads, and facilities of reaching a market are not to be con- 
sidered in estimating the value of land, as well as fertility of 
soil, and the nature of improvements. 

Ans. — They should be considered, and are, by those buy- 
ing and selling lands. 

Int. 3. — Would you say five dollars per acre was the highest 
value of land in Oregon during the time mentioned ? 

Ans. — ^I would not. 

Int. 4. — How, then, do you mean to be understood in your 
answer to the first direct interrogatory on the preceding 
page? 

Ans. — I mean to be understood as answering a general 
question, which required an answer, averaging the price 
generally in the different parts of the State, according to my 
best judgment. 

Int. 5. — Please state, in your judgment, the highest value 
of good farming lands away from close vicinity to towns from 
1861 to 1863 ? 

Ans. — I think that five dollars ought to be considered the 
highest value of such lands, except where very valuable 
improvements, consisting of houses, fencing, and orchards 
are put upon the lands, then the price would be higher, and 
that price might depend upon the improvements. 

Int. 6. — Are not the lands selected by you for school pur- 
poses, either in very remote sections, or of such small value 
for agricultural purposes, that settlers have passed them by, 
or have left them vacant ? 

Ans. — Yes ; such is the case generally. Perhaps I ought 
to except some lands in Baker and Union counties, east of 
the Cascade Mountains. 
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Int 7. — Would the price fixed by the State for these lands 
be a fair and just test of the value of such land as that of th^ 
Company at Umpqua ? 

Ans. — ^I don't think it would. 

Question by Attorney for United States. 

Int. 1. — How much of the material for the buildings at 
Umpqua was necessarily transported from Vancouver, or 
other distant sources of supply ? 

Ans. — I can think of nothing but nails and glass, except 
hinges, which may have been on the small doors. The tools 
for the erection of the buildings, and the grain, and the men 
to assist in the transportation, and the agricultural imple* 
ments and provisions until the next harvest had to be brought 
from Vancouver. 

Addison C. Gibbs, 

Portland, July 27, 1866. 



Testimony of M. M. McCarvbr. 

M. M. Mc Carver, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
testifies as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation ? 

An3. — ^Am fifty-eight years of age ; residence, Portland, 
Oregon ; occupation, that of farmer, trader, and miner. 

Int. 2. — ^When did you come to Oregon, and where have 
you resided since ? 

Ans. — ^I came to Oregon in 1848 ; have resided near Ore- 
gon City and in Portland most of the time since. 

Int. 3. — What offices did you hold under the Provisional 
Government ? 

Ans. — ^I was member of the Legislature and Speaker of the 
House, at the time of the passage of the Organic Law of Ore- 
gon, in 1844, which was submitted to the people and adopted 
by them. 

Int. 4. — State what connection the officers of the Hudson's 
Bay andPuget's Sound Agricultural Companies had with the 
formation of the provisional government, and whether they 
3 
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voted generally and wielded an influence for or against the 
organic act you refer to ? 

Ana. — ^Dr. McLaughlin, Douglas, and others of the prin- 
cipal oflSicers of the Company advised and assisted in the 
formation of the government, and they and those under their 
influence, I believe, generally voted for the organic act. 

Int. 5. — ^Who of their officers and agents served as mem- 
bers of the Legislature, or held other public positions under 
that government ? 

Am. — D.r. W. P. Tolmie was a member of the Legislature 
from the Puget's Sound district ; A. L. Lewis, and perhaps 
others, were members; Mr. Frank Ermatinger was treas- 
urer of the Territory. 

Int. 6. — ^Were you ever at Fort Bois^ ? K so, state when. 

Ans. — I was there in 1843 ; and the last time, about two 
months since. 

Int. 7. — ^What is now remaining of the Company^s build- 
ings at that post? 

Ans. — The old fort and building being built of unburnt 
brick or adobe, are melted down by floods and rains so that 
I was unable to find the exact place until pointed out to me 
by the man who was cultivating the ground, although I knew 
I was within a few rods of the place. 

Int. 8.— Suppose the buildings at that post as you saw them 
in 1843 were in existence in 1863, what would they be worth 
in then condition of settlement, trade, and mining in that 
section ? 

Ans. — I do not think that they could have been sold at that 
time for $1,000. 

Int. 9. — What is the nature of the soil about this post ? 

Ans. —Generally barren and sandy, with no timber near 
except scrubby cotton wood and willow on the Bois6,and very 
little of the land tillable. 

Int. 10.— What is the value per acre of the best unim- 
proved land at this post as the country is now settled ? 

Ans. — From $3 to $5 dollars per acre, and it would be 
some time before much of it would be entered at $1,25 pep 
acre. 
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Int. 11. — How far is this land from any town or principal 
mining camp ? 

Ans. — It is at least fifty miles from any mining camp or 
town. K it was not that it was claimed for ferry purposes, 
it is doubtful whether it would now be occupied for agricul- 
tural purposes. 

Int, 12. — How much time have you spent in the mining 
country of Bois6 and Owyhee. 

Ans. — I have been there three or four years ; I did not live 
at Owyhee any of the time, but* passed back and forward 
several times. 

Oross-^examination ly A. Holbrooky Esq. 

Int. 1. — State how long you were at Fort Boise in 1843 ? 

Ans. — I was there two or three days — don't recollect 
exactly — waiting for our lost company to come up. 

Int. 2. — Did you in that time make such an examination 
of the buildings and improvements as to be able, after the 
lapse of twenty-three years, to fix their value definitely ? 

Ans. — ^I could approximate the value; if they had been 
there in 1863, they, would have been worth the sum named, 
about $1,000. 

Int. 3. — ^Please describe the buildings, particularly as you 
saw them in 1843 ? 

Ans. — It is so long since, that it would be hard for me to 
describe them particularly. There was an adobe wall ten or 
twelve feet high — square, I think ; I should think it was not 
iRvo hundred feet square; not over that; I don't think there 
were any bastions, if there was, I did not notice them. There 
were two rooms and an enclosure inside of the wall; there 
may have been more, but I don't recollect; these rooms 
were covered with split timber, and dirt thrown over them ? 

Int. 4. — ^Do you not recollect a dwelling-house beside the 
range you have described ? 

Ans. — ^No ; I don't recollect. 

Int. 5. — ^What sort of wood was used in the construction 
of these buildings; was it fir or pine ? 

Ans. — ^What I noticed particularly, was split logs, put over 
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the roof, and covered with dirt ; I think it was cotton wood — 
no pine nearer than thirty or forty miles, unless a few scat- 
tering trees in the mountains. 

Int. 6. — Considering the cost of transportation and mate- 
rials, what in your judgment must those buildings have cost, 
in the condition of the country at that time ? 

Arts. — ^I don't know. It would be very considerable at 
that time, from the cost and difficulty of the transportation 
of provisions and materials ; it would have cost more than 
what it would have sold for, at the time I fixed the value. 

Int. 7. — State whether the exposure of men employed in 
transporting provision through a hostile country, and in 
erecting such a post among Indians, did not greatly increase 
the cost ? 

Ans. — ^Yes ; I suppose it would. 

Int. 8. — ^State whether the condition of the Indians in that 
region, was not such as to require defensive works for the 
safety of white men ? 

Ans. — The fort was built some time before we reached 
there, and while I was there, the agent told me that^e 
Indians on the south side of the river werfe always hostile. 

Int. 9. — Do you not know that during the years of early 
emigration to Oregon, that post was of great value as a 
means of protection and convenience to emigrants? . 

Ans. — ^Tes; I have reason to believe it. 

Int. 10. — In your judgment, would not the suffering,8 loss 
of life, and loss of property have been much greater than 
they were, if the Hudson's Bay Company had had no posts at* 
PortBois^ and Port Hall? 

j^ns. — Yes: I believe it; they furnished supplies and 
furnished horses when teams gave out. 

Int. 11. — ^Was there not an influence exerted upon the 
Indians through the Company at these establishments, tend- 
ing to save emigrants from Indian hostilities ? 

Ans. — ^I have every reason to believe it. 

Int. 12. — ^Did you see any live stock, or farming imple- 
ments at Port Boise ? 

j[7i5, — ^I jaw no forming implements, but I saw horses. 
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I don't know whether they belonged to the Company, as there 
were Indians there. 

Int. 13. — Were there not corrals for stock? 

Arts. — ^I think there was a corral outside of the enclosure ; 
I am not positive whether it was made of adobe or timber, 
I rather think it was adobe. 

InL 14. — ^How thick were the adobe walls of the fort ? 

Ans. — Three feet thick, I would suppose. 

Int. 15. — How long A> you think it would take ten men 
to build a wall of that height, thickness, and length ? 

Ans. — My opinion would not be worth much, as I am 
unacquainted with the making adobe buildings. 

Int. 16. — ^Is that position of especial value for ferry pur- 
poses; if so, why? 

Ans. — I don't think it is a very good position; it has not 
proved itself so; the principal ferry is Old's ferry, and 
Washoe ferry. 

Int. 17. — ^Who is the present claimant and occupant of 
that land ? 

Ans. — Jonathan Keeney and son, who are American citi- 
zens; who have a splendid wire-rope, and a pretty good 
boat — self-propeller. . 

Int. 18. — State, if you can, the cost of transportation from 
Portland to Idaho city, during the years you have been 
trading there. 

Ans. — -Transportation has run, generally, from ten, fif- 
teen to twenty cents per pound, from Umatilla landing to 
Idaho city, which is seventy miles beyond Fort Boise ; the 
highest rate of freight we paid was forty cents, in February, 
1863. Freight, I am told, is now down to seven cents, in 
wagons; ten and twelve cents in pack-trains. 

Int. 19. — ^Is any part of Idaho capable of producing wheat 
and other agricultural products ? 

Ans. — ^Yes; wheat, barley, and oats grow as well as in the 
Willamette valley, in small strips of a mile or two wide, 
along the streams where the land is irrigated. I have seen 
potatoes which grew on Godin's creek as good as any that 
were ever raised in Oregon. I have also seen and sold pota. 
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toes which grew in Bois6 valley, as well as excellent tomatoes 
and corn; there is a grist mill for grinding corn in Boise 
valley. 

Int. 20. — ^What, in your judgment, is the population of 
Idaho the present year ? 

Ans. — I do not think that there are as many as there were 
two years ago ; the farming population is greater, and the 
mining less; I judge from appearances only, of what I see 
in the towns; I. refer to placer minhig only, as in the quartz 
mining, the number has increased. 

Int, 21. — ^Was n6t the Provisional Government, to which 
you have referred, organized without regard to national 
allegiance, for the purposes of maintaining law and order, 
for mutual protection, and for promoting the settlement and 
prosperity of Oregon? 

Arts. — ^Yes; that was the understanding. 

Int. 22. — ^Did not the oflSicers of the Company cooperate 
actively and harmoniously with the other residents of Oregon 
for these ends ? 

Arts. — Yes, sir. 

Int. 23. — ^Did not the furnishing of provisions, clothing, 
seed, cattle, and other articles by the Company to the set- 
tlers, greatly assist in the early settlement of Oregon? 

Ans. — Most unquestionably. 

hit. 24. — At the time of the Whitman massacre, and of 
the Indian disturbance, were not the agents of the. Company 
prompt and active in their elBEbrts to rescue suflFerers, and to 
punish. the guilty? 

Ans. — They furnished provisions and ammunition to assist 
in carrying on the war against the Cayuses, which followed 
the Whitman massacre; they assisted in rescuing the suf- 
ferers, but I do not know that they took any part in punish- 
ing the guilty, except in selling supplies to the Provisional 
Government, as required ; they were trading in the country, 
and desired the good will of both whites and Indians. 

Int 25. — Are you acquainted with Archibald McKinlay 
and Thomas Low« ? If so, state their standing in the com- 
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munity, and whether they are fit persons to estimate the 
value of property. 

Ans. — I am acquainted with them, though not so intimately 
with Mr. Lowe as Mr. McKinlay; Mr. McKinlay is a man of 
good sense and judgment, and Mr. Lowe is also, as far as I 
know; their standing in the community is good, as far as I 
know, and I never heard anything against them. 

Int. 26. — ^Are you the M. M. McCarver, who, as Speaker 
of the Legislative Committee of Oregon, in 1845, signed a 
memorial to the Congress of the United States ? 

Ans, — ^I am. 

Questions by Counsel for the United States. . 

Int. 1. — ^Is the land in the immediate vicinity of Fort Bois^ 
suitable for agricultural purposes, without irrigation at con- 
siderable expense? 

Ans. — No, sir. 

Int. 2. — Is there any Indian trade of any value in that 
country at this time ? 

Ans. — None, that I know. 

Int. 3. — Have you seen the buildings of the Hudson's Bay 
Company, at Walla Walla? Kso, what would you think of 
the judgment of a man who would suppose their cost to have 
been $100,000? 

Ans. — I have seen the buildings in 1843, and several times 
since ; I would suppose the judgment of such a man very 
lame in that particular. 

Questions by Mr. Holbrook. 

Int. 1. — In 1843, had you any opportunity of judging of 
the Indian trade at Fort Boise ? 

Ans. — From what I saw during these two or three days I 
stayed there, I do not think the trade was much. 

Int. 2. — In those days, was it not customary for Indians 
to come to the Company's posts at intervals, and in large 
numbers. 

Ans. — I presume it was. 
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Int. 3.— Is not the river bottom readily and easily irrigated 
near Bois^ ? 

Ans, — I think it could be irrigated, and will be, but with 
much difficulty. 

M. M. McCarver. 

Portland, July 28, 1866. 



Testimoky op a. p. Ankent. 
July 30, 1866. A. P. Ankenj/^ being first duly sworn, depo- 
ses and testifies as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and what business you 
have principally followed, in the last six or eight years ? 

Ans. — I am fifty-two years old ; residence, Portland; I have 
been a trader in general merchandise, stock, &c., and steam- 
boating. 

Int. 2. — ^When did you first come to Oregon ? 

Ans. — In 1850. I came into the eastern part of the Terri- 
tory in 1849. 

Int. 3. — Are you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany post at Fort Hall ; if so, state when you first saw it, 
and what length of time you remained there ? 

Ans. — I saw it first in the summer of 1849, and saw it in 
1850 also. I was only there about two days— camped close 
by it. 

hit. 4. — Describe, if you can, the improvements of the 
Company there at that time, and state what was the condi- 
tion and who was in charge ? 

Ans. — It was adobe improvements, such as the enclosure 
of the fort and the buildings ; I am unable to describe their 
particular dimensions, and number ; at the time I was there, 
they seemed to be comfortable; the walls seemed to be scaled 
in places, and looked as if they had been used and knocked 
around a good deal ; my impression is that Captain Grant 
was in charge ; there was, also, a Mr. Johnson there with 
whom I did some business. 

hit. 5. — What is the nature of the soil about Fort Hall ? 

J.715. — In places it seems to be pretty good, there were spot^ 
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of good land, which seemed to be better than the average in 
that country. 

Int. 6. — What, in your judgment, would be the value per 
acre of a tract of land one mile square, around this post — 
then, or at any time since? (Objected to as irrelevant, the 
Company not claiming a mile square only, at Fort Hall.) 

Ans, — Well, I should not regard it as being worth any 
more than other good Government land in that vicinity — of 
course there is choice in places — I am not a sufficient judge 
to know what portion of the land was susceptible of a high 
state of cultivation ; since that time mining camps have been 
stuck around there, and lands «re more valuable in certain 
locations ; I have not been there since 1850. 

Int. 7.— When you were at Fort Hall in 1849 and 1850, 
what were the appearances as to the amount of trade carried 
on there ? 

Ans. — It gave evidence of a good deal of trade there, 
packing, &c., and there were a good many goods and furs 
there — I had some conversation with them, but had no 
means of judging of the amount. 

Int. 8. — Up to what date, in your judgment, did the Indian 
trade in that country, remain of any value ? (Objected to, 
because there is no evidence that the witness has any knowl- 
edge of the Indian trade there, or that he had been in that 
country for sixteen yeal's, and because it is incompetent.) 

An^. — I could not tell at Fort Hall. I understood the 
trade at that post to be from the Indians to the north and 
east ; I don't know whether they were hostile or not. 

Int. 9. — Are you acquainted with the Company's post at 
Bois^ ? K so, state when you first saw it, and how long you 
remained there. 

Ans. — I saw it in the fall of 1850, and remained there near 
about six weeks. 

Int. 10. — State who was in charge at that time, and what 
was the condition and appearance of the buildings and enclo- 
sure at that date ? 

Ans. — Mr. Craigie was in charge; the buildings around 
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inside of the enclosure were run down and a good deal di- 
lapidated ; the corral on the outside was adobe, was much 
broken down; we kept stock in it; but it was much dilapi- 
dated. 

Int. 11. — What, if anything, did the Company's agent in 
charge at that time say about the condition of trade at this 
post? (Objected to as incompetent and irrelevant.) 

Arts. — In conversation with Mr. Craigie, he told me that 
the post did not pay at that time ; he had but very little 
goods at the post when I was there. 

Int. 12. — How** much, in your judgment, were the Com- 
pany's improvements at thisipost worth in 1850 ? 

Arts. — I could not see that it would be worth anything to 
me at that time ; it might be worth something for some pur- 
poses ; it would not be worth anything to me ; I would not 
stay there to have it as a gift ; it was worth nothing^ for ag- 
ricultural purposes. 

Int. 13. — How many times have you been at Fort Bois^ 
or its neighborhood, since 1850, and when were you last 
there? 

Ans. — I have not been at the site. of the old fort since 1850 ; 
but have been on Boise river, above the fort, in 1864. 

Int 14. — Suppose that the buildings and improvements of 
the Company at Fort Boise, as you saw them in 1850, re- 
mained in 1864, what would they be worth as the country 
was then settled. (Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans, — ^I would judge they might be worth as a place of 
deposit or something of that kind, $2,000, probably. 

Int. 15. — ^Describe the nature of the soil , immediately 
around Boise? 

Ans. — It is an alkali soil, brush and sand the most of it. 

Int. 16. — What is such land worth per acre ? (Objected to 
as incompetent, and not appearing that the witness knows 
its value.) 

Ans. — I should class it with government land, worth $1.25 
per acre. Three or four miles away there is some better land 
— there are some small spots that by irrigation, would pro- 
' duce some little. 



43 

InL 17. — Are you acquainted with the Company's post at 
Colvile ? If so, state when you were first there, and how 
frequently since. 

Arts, — ^I was there in 1859 and 1860 ; not been there since 
1861. 

Int 18. — ^Has this post, in relation to the trade of the Up- 
per Columbia, any importance as a site for trade, or landing 
for boats? 

Alls. — It is situated some distance from the river; I don't 
think it has any importance as a boat-landing ; I could not 
consider that it has any importance as a place of trade, as 
trade is now ; it is an out of the way place as to the trade 
for which it was built, and the trade of the valley in its im- 
mediate vicinity ; I suppose it is of some importance, or they 
would not have built it, if they had not thought so ; as a fur re- 
gion, it is the best I have ever seen ; I have seen more fine furs 
there than at any other place I have ever seen ; they might 
have been brought there from other places. 

Int. 19. — How far above the town of Colvile is this post? 

An8. — The town of Colvile, or Pinckney, as it is called, 
is ten or fifteen miles from the Hudson's Bay Company's 
post, right inland, south of east from the post. 

InL 20. — How far above Colvile is the landing for the 
steamer? 

Arts. — I don't know. 

Int. 21. — State, if you know, the market value of agricul- 
tural land in the vicinity of Colvile? 

Ans. — I don't know that I could state the prices of land, 
not being conversant with sales there. 

Int. 22. — What, in your judgment, is land worth per acre, 
say 640 acres, immediately around Fort Colvile ? 

Ans. — Well, I should judge, from $2.50 to $5 per acre. 

Int. 23. — Are you acquainted with the Company's post 
called Fort Okanagan ? If so, state when you were there. 

Ans. — I was there in 1859 and 1860 ; it might have been 
the year before that. I was there several times in one year. 
I was there, in 1860 and 1861, two or three times. 

Int. 24. — State whether this post was occupied or not ? 
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Arts, — It was, the first time I went there ; there was a man 
stopping there. I think the Company had an agent there, I 
think, in charge of some furs stored there. I can't say 
whether it was abandoned ; there were parties staying there. 
There was a ferry there. My impression the last time I was 
there was that they were not Hudson's Bay men. 

Int. 25. — ^What was the condition of the buildings and 
improvements at Okanagan ? 

Am. — It wsts all going to rack ; it seemed to be a general 
waste around the premises when I was there. 

Int. 26. — ^What were these buildings worth, in your judg- 
ment? 

Arts. — ^I would suppose they would be worth $500. 

Int. 27. — What, in your judgment, would thirty acres of 
land at this fort be worth for agricultural purposes ? 

Ans. — ^Ifot worth much as government land; not worth 
anything to me. Immediately around the fort the soil was 
sandy and the land poor. 

Int. 28. — Is this point of any value as ;a place for trade ? 

Ans. — ^Not much at this time ; it might have been, for In- 
dian trade, at an early day. 

Int. 29. — Are you acquainted with the Company's post at 
Walla-Walla, now called Wallula? If so, state when you 
first saw it, and how frequently since. 

Ans. — I saw it first in 1850 ; saw it in 1853 ; saw it in 1855 
and 1856, and since 1860. I have seen it, oft' and on, every 
year. 

Int. 30. — ^What, in your judgment, is the value of the 
buildings of the Hudson's Bay Company at that post, as you 
first saw them ? 

Ans, — They were worth, probably, $10,000. 

l7iL 30. — What, in your opinion, is the value of 640 acres 
of land immediately surrounding this post, viewing it as a 
steamboat landing and place of trade ? 

Ans.—^I would not consider it to be worth more than 
$1.25 per acre. My reason for that opinion is, that I was 
driven away two or three years ago, and went right above 
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and entered a better landing, at government price, which is 
now owned by the Oregon Steam Navigation Company. 

Int. 32. — Are you acquainted with the country at and 
around Vancouver ? If so, state how long you have been 
familiar with that post and neighborhood. 

Ans. — Saw it first in 1850; have been more or less ac- 
qnainted with it ever since. 

InU 33. — What, in your opinion, has been the highest 
value of 640 acres of land at Vancouver, including the 
Company's fort and the town site ? Give it at so much per 
acre. (Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant, the Com- 
pany not claiming 640 acres of land.) 

Ans, — It is a very pretty site and a very pretty farm. I 
would not regard it as worth over $20 per acre. It might 
be regarded as some higher than that, taking everything 
into consideration. 

InL 34. — Give, as near as you can, the market price of 
good farming lands in the tract of country bordering on the 
Columbia river, from five or six miles above Vancouver to 
fifteen miles below ? 

Ans. — I suppose, from $1.25 per acre to $10, as to loca- 
tion and quality of soil, and so on. 

InL 35. — About what time was the price of land and im- 
proved farms in Oregon and the vicinity of Vancouver at 
the lowest ebb, within the last ten years ? 

Am, — About 1858, 1 think they were the lowest. After 
that they began to look up, probably on account of the dis- 
covery of the northern mines. 

Int, 36. — Is there any Indian trade of any value at Van- 
couver, Walla- Walla, Okanagan, or Bois6? (Objected to, 
as immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — ^I presume there is some little trade ; as to what 
value, I can't say. I don't think there is any to amount to 
anything, at this time. I have not seen any Indians about, 
oflfering to trade, lately. (Objected to, as the witness has 
already stated that he has not been at several of these points 
for years.) 

Int. 37. — About how long since did this Indian trade cease 
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in the regions where these posts are situated ? State the oc- 
casion of it, in your opinion. (Objected to, for the same 
reasons as before.) 

Ans. — ^It has been on the decrease since 1856, as near as 
I can get at the time ; there has been very little Indian trade 
since 1860, at some of the posts — I could not say as to all of 
them. I think it was the settlement of the country and the 
encroachment of the whites on the lands of the Indians that 
caused the decrease of the trade, together with the discovery 
of gold. 

Int. 38. — What eftect, in this particular, would be pro- 
duced by the Government policy of making treaties with 
the Indians and gathering them upon reservations ? 

An8» — I think it would destroy the trade of these posts ; 
it would demoralize the whole fur trade ; the posts would be 
of no further value for that particular purpose. 

Oross-examinaiion by A. Holbrooke Esq. 

Int 1. — Can you undertake to state definitely, after a lapse 
of sixteen or seventeen years, the condition of the improve- 
ments at Fort Hall ? 

Ans. — Only as I then saw it, in 1850. 

Int. 2. — Can you definitely state the number of the build- 
ings within the wall ? 

Ans. — No, sir ; I could not. 

Int. 3. — State how much land was under cultivation at 
Fort Hall, as near as you recollect ? 

J.715. — I could not say ; they had quite a nice garden, and 
there might have been other fields cultivated, but I did not 
see them ; I was about over the pasture grounds. 

Int. 4. — Were not the pasture grounds extensive and of 
great importance, in consequence of the Company's having 
a large amount of stock ? 

Ans. — The whole, face of the country, up and down, was 
good pasture land. The Company had a considerable stock 
when I was there. 

Int. 5. — Would not that land be worth more than $1.25 
per acre to persons having stock to pasture? 
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Ans.—l think not, outside of improvements ; there is a 
great deal of that kind of land there. 

Int. 6. — ^Ts not the land in the vicinity of Fort Hall easily 
irrigated ? 

Ans.—I could not answer that question ; I did not go to 
see. 

Int. 7. — ^Is not Fort Hall a central point of meeting for the 
great routes from the United States to Oregon and California, 
with roads diverging thence to Salt Lake and Utah, to British 
Columbia, and to Montana ? 

Ans. — ^It may have been before I arrived there ; I came 
by the way of Salt Lake both times that I was at Fort Hall; 
it was a branching point for the different roads mentioned. 

Int. 8. — ^Do you know whether that post was not one of 
great importance for convenience and protection to the early 
emigrants to Oregon ? 

Ans. — It was very convenient to be able to get supplies 
there, such as they had ; it was very convenient to any trav- 
eller coming to this country ; I could not say how that was 
regarded, as to protection ; but that it was very convenient 
to camp there. 

Int. 9. — ^Do you not know that trapping parties made that 
their headquarters, going thence down the Missouri, down 
Green river, and Colorado, north to the Flathead country 
and south to the' Salt Lake country, and coming there to 
exchange their furs and obtain supplies? 

Ans, — I have heard mountain men speak frequently of 
being at Fort Hall, and obtaining supplies and starting from 
there. 

Int. 10, — Can you . form any estimate of the cost of the 
improvements at Fort Hall ? 

Ans. — I have not paid but little attention, and was in the 
fort but little — only in one room where I did business ; I 
would not like to state any estimate. 

Int. 11. — Was it not necessary to transport from a long 
distance, and at great expense, men, materials, and pro- 
visions for the construction of the establishment, except the 
adobes? 
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Ans, — Aside from what little groceries they need, it looked 
to me that the material was all obtained there, except the 
bolts, hinges, and other things of that kind. 

InL 12. — ^What do you mean by little groceries ? 

Arts. — That is what they generally carry ; they generally 
obtained their meat there ; I speak in general terms. 

InL 13. — Were not any tools necessary ? 

Ans. — I should think it would come under that head; 
packers generally carry a hatchet, axe, and auger. 

Int. 14. — Could such an establishment as Fort Hall have 
been constructed by such tools as a hatchet, axe, and auger 
alone ? 

Ans. — With the addition of a saw, hammei*, plane, and a 
few nails, and a spade, also. 

InL 15. — ^Do you believe that such tools alone were em- 
ployed in the construction of that fort ? 

Ans. — I could not state as to that; there might have been 
others used. 

hit. 16. — Were there any windows in the fort or build- 
ing? 

Ans. — I think there was ; there were doors and some small 
windows, if I recollect right 

hit 17. — Was not all the lumber used there brought from 
a long distance, and at great expense ? 

Ans. — ^I don't know the distance it was brought ; it must 
have been attended with some expense. 

Int. 18. — ^How near to Fort Hall, did you see any wood 
growing that would be suitable to make doors and win- 
dows of? 

Ans. — ^I don't know of any wood aroynd there except cot- 
ton wood ; I don't know whether the doors and windows 
were made of that or not; it w^as not a great distance to that 
— ^I don't know how far. 

hit. 19. — ^Did you see any other wood within one hundred 
miles ? 

Ans. — ^Yes ; drift wood in the river ; could make any kind 
of luniber that the wood would make ; it could be sawed out 
of it. 
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Int. 20. — ^Was there any wood growing within one hun- 
dred miles, to your knowledge ? 

Arts. — I don't know, I was not about much ; it might have 
been within ten miles, and me not know it. 

Int. 21. — Did Craigie, the Company's agent at Fort Bois6, 
in his conversation with you about the business there, tell 
you why the post did not pay at that time ? If so, what rea- 
son did he give ? 

Ans. — He said the Indians had become indolent and lazy, 
and they had to feed them out of the salmon in the winter 
which they had bought from them, and that it did not pay, 
and that he thought they would abandon the post. 

InL 22. — ^Did he not tell you that some of the Indians had 
become more unfriendly on account of difficulties with the 
emigrants and settlers, and that they feared that their lands 
and property would be taken from them ? 

Ans. — I believe he told me that he was afraid of them, 
which I knew by experience, as they kept me in hot water 
all the time I was there. 

Int. 23. — After the lapse of sixteen years since seeing that 
post, will you undertake to speak definitely of the value of 
the improvements there ? 

Ans. — I might give what I thought was the value of 
them at that time ; I could only give my opinion. 

Int. 24. — ^In saying the post was worth nothing to you, 
do you mean simply to refer to its uses for agricultural pur- 
poses, or for other purposes ? 

Ans. — I don't think it was of much use for agricultural 
purposes ; it may have been of use as a place of storage 
in transit ; it might have been a good trading post and I not 
know it. 

Int. 25. — If the Indians had continued friendly, and trade 
with them prosperous, would not those improvements have 
been of much greater value than you have fixed ? 

Ans. — ISot unless there had been a great improvement made 
on them ; they were in a dilapidated condition when I was 
there. 

4 
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Int. 26. — Can you estimate the cost of those improve- 
ments ? 

Ans. — I would not undertake to estimate the cost of them. 
Int 27. — In constructing the improvements was it not 
necessary to [send] men, provisions, and materials a long 
distance, and at great expense? 

Ans. — Materials that were used were about the same as at 
Fort Hall ; were in about the same ratio, only not so far in 
the interior, by about four hundred miles. 

InU 28. — Was there any wood growing in the vicinity 
suitable for building? 

Ans. — There was drift wood in the river, and some timber 
on Boise river. 

InU 29. — ^Do you now remember the number of buildings 
at Fort Boise ? 

Ans. — ^It was built in a square, with buildings around the 
inside, and in the corners; it was about one hundred feet 
square; there was a corral on the outside; I could not state 
how many openings there were on the inside. 

Int. 30. — How far is Fort Colvile from the Columbia 
river ? 

Ans. — Some little distance, it may be a mile of perhaps 
two miles; I can't state exactly. 

Int. 31. — Why do you call it an out of the way place in 
your direct examination ? 

Ans. — I speak in reference to the trade in the upper coun- 
try. 

Int. 32. — How is it an out of the way place for the upper 
country business, if located upon or so near the river ? 

Ans. — It is not right at a steamboat landing ; things have 
to be hauled or packed there; it is out of the way of trans- 
porting from this point to the Kootenay ; the location for the 
agricultural interest around it was good. 

Int. 33. — State, if you can, the extent of good farming 
lands in this vicinity? 

Ans. — You might say from there up to Colvile or Pink- 
ney City, as it is called, an agricultural valley all the way, 
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about twelve or fifteen miles long, and three or four miles 
wide. 

InL 34. — ^Is not that land as good as any farming land in 
Oregon or Washington? 

Ans. — A portion of it may be ; it is a colder nature than 
the land here, I think ; portions of it is very productive. 

Int. 35. — What is the ground of your judgment of [that] 
land around Fort Colvile is worth only from $2.50 to $5.00 
per acre ? 

Ans, — Because that is the general average of land all over 
this country — the general average of unimproved land. 

Int 36. — What would you say is the value of cultivated 
land near Fort Colvile ? 

Ans, — ^It depends altogether upon the demand. 

InL 37. — Is not land which yields wheat, like that near 
Colvile, worth more than any unimproved land in this State 
or Washington Territory ? 

Ans. — I don't think it is worth more, unless there is a 
great demand for it; it has been worth much less at times. 

hit 38. — When was land near Colvile worth less than 
unimproved lands west of the Cascades ? 

Ans. — About 1859, and along up to 1862 ; about that time 
it was very dull, the farms were nearly all deserted, and 
land was offered very low. 

InL 39. — Do you know that wheat has been higher in Col- 
vile vallej^ than in any other part of Oregon or Washington 
Territory for the last ten years ? 

Ans. — I could not say that it was any higher ; sometimes 
high, sometimes low, according t^ the demand there. 

InL 40. — What was the highest price you have known 
wheat to bring in Colvile, and when ? 

Ans. — I could'nt state how high it has been in Colvile; 
I have no means of knowing. 

InL 41. — Can you tell the lowest price ? 

Ans. — I have known flour to be bought as low as $8.00 
per one hundred Bbs ; I can't say about wheat. 

InL 42. — At the time it was worth $8 per cent, in Col- 
vile, what was it worth in Portland? 
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Ans. — I can't tell what it was worth here at that particu- 
lar time ; it was not worth $8 per cent. 

Ini. 43. — Is there a saw-mill at or near Fort Colvile, and 
to whom does it belong? 

Ans. — I don't know, sir; I have always understood that 
there was one there, but don't know to whom belongs. 

Int. 44. — Is not Colvile v^alley the nearest source of 
supply to the Big Bend mines, and to the Kootenay mining 
camps ? 

Ans, — ^I don't know that there is any difference ; as the 
roads are now to the Kootenay. I should suppose Colvile 
would be the nearest point to the Big Bend mines ; and it 
may be to the Kootenay mines. 

Int. 45. — ^Does not the nearness of these lands to the 
market give to them a much greater value than that which 
belongs to the unimproved lands of Oregon and Washington 
Territory ? 

Ans. — It does at this time, since the new discoveries in 
that countrv ; the date I visited there it did not. 

Int. 46. — Is the measure, then, by which you fix the value 
of the land near Colvile at $2.50 to $5.00 per acre, a fair 
one, if you base that value upon the price of unimproved 
land in the western part of Oregon and Washington ? 

Ans. — It was at that time ; at that time I speak of; I have 
not been there since. 

Int. 47. — Will you then undertake to say that its present 
value, as stated in your direct examination, is only from 
$2.50 to $5.00 per acre? 

Ans. — At that time it was ; I would not state at the present 
time, because I am not there, and don't know. 

Int. 48. — What do you mean by "that time" ? 

Ans.— From 1859 to 1861. 

Int. 49. — Did you ever see the portage wagon road made 
by the Hudson's Bay Company, across the rocky hill, at the 
Kettle Falls? 

Ans. — I think I have; I don't know who made it. 

Int. 50. — ^Do you recollect a bridge at the falls ? 
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Ans, — I cant say that I recollect anything definitely about 
those points. 

Int 51. — How long were you at Fort Okanagan at any 
one time ? 

Atis, — ^Not over a day and night 

Int. 52. — ^Do you recollect what buildings and improve- 
ments there were there ? 

A'm, — Yes ; it had pretty much all gone to ruins when I 
was there ; there were parts of buildings there, part frame 
and part adobe — different style of buildings from the others. 

Int. 53. — ^Are you certain there were any adobes there ? 

Ans. — There was such a pile of dirt, and mosquitoes were 
so bad, that I did not stay inside and pay much attention to 
it; the timber had fallen down from the bastions; it was all 
out of order. 

Int. 54. — Were you ever there more than once? 

Ans. — ^Tes, sir ; I have passed there, probably, six times, 
and been around there ; I don't think I ever slept in the 
house but once. 

Int. 55. — Was there not timber growing in the vicinity, so 
that it could be used in constructing the stockade and build- 
ings ? 

Ans. — There was plenty of timber on the river, above the 
fort. 

Int. 56. — ^Do you know anything of Indian difficulties in 
1855, 1856, and 1857, which caused the withdrawal of the 
Company from its use of Fort Okanagan as a trading post ? 

An%. — I know of difficulty being with the Indians; I don't 
know whether that caused them to withdraw or not. There 
were some persons there that claimed to have authority from 
the Company, the first time I was there. 

Int. 57. — When you say, in your direct examination, that 
640 acres of land at Fort Walla- Walla, now Wallula, is 
worth only $1.25 per acre, do you mean to say that the sec- 
tion of land which embraced the Company's post is now 
worth only $800 ? 

Ans. — At this time, with the town site and buildings on 
it, it may be worth more, but at that time I considered it 
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worth only $1.25 per acre — I mean, by that time, two or 
three years ago, when I was driven away ; at that time Van 
Syckle claimed the landing, and wanted to charge me $1 
per ton for landing my goods there. 

Int. 58. — ^Did not land that you took cost you more than 
$1.25 per acre? 

Arts. — The land, I believe, was entered for the use of the 
steamer Spray, at government price. We put buildings on 
it and started an opposition town, and sold out to the Oregon 
Steam Navigation Company. 

InL 59. — How much land did you enter or purchase ? 

Arts. — I can't tell exactly the number of acres ; it was in 
fractions along the river; I think it was one 40 and one 80, 
as near as I can recollect. 

InU 60. — ^At what price was that land sold to the Oregon 
Steam Navigation Company ? 

Arts. — ^I could'nt state at what price ; it was put in with 
buildings, wood, and the steamer Spray at $65,500. I am 
not positive as to that ; it may have been sold separate. 

Int 61. — ^Were there not portions of the land of the Com- 
pany at Walla- Walla which were enclosed and cultivated ? 

Arts. — I don't think I ever saw any land enclosed, except 
a corral and the fort; I never saw any cultivated. 

InL 62. — ^Do you not recollect a field up the river, about 
30 acres in extent, which was under a good state of cultiva- 
tion in 1850? 

Ans. — There was a patch on the Walla- Walla river, about 
two miles from the fort; I did not leave the trail and go 
down to it; I don't know the size of it; it was somewhere 
on the river between the fort and the Hudson's Bay farm ; 
there were two or three little patches, but I don't know 
who they belonged to. 

Int 63. — ^Will you say, from your knowledge of the land, 
that no part of the 640 acres around the fort is worth more 
than government price for agricultural purposes ? 

AnB, — Taken as a whole, I don't think it is worth the 
government price for agricultural purposes ; there may be 
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some small patches, which overflow, that would be worth 
it to cut grass upon. 

Int. 64. — State whether that point is not one of the im- 
portant steamboat landings on the Columbia, with reference 
to the interior trade ? 

Arts, — It is for Walla- Walla valley at this time, partially^ 
and only partially for the other districts. 

Int. 65. — ^Do you not know that this land purchased by 
yor. was within the lines of the Hudson's Bay Company's 
chiiin, and its occupation a part of their possessory right? 
(Objected to by counsel for the United States, because this 
is a legal question only to be decided by the Commission 
trying this case.) 

Arts. — I don't know where this claim extended to ; Van* 
syckle claimed a mile on the river front, and we went above 
him. 

Int. 66.— Are you interested as a town-site proprietor in 
Lewiston ? 

Ans. — I am not a town-site proprietor; I laid out the town- 
of Lewiston as a surveyor ; I never owned any lots until 
within the last eighteen months. 

Int. 67. — Have you any interest as a proprietor of the town 
site or lots at Umatilla ? 

Ans. — No, sir. 

Int. 68. — Is not the route by Okanagan the most con- 
venient for the driving of stock from Oregon to British 
Columbia? 

Ans. — Ifo, sir ; by the Okanagan river is, but not by the 
fort. 

Int. 69. — Were you not, yourself, travelling to and from 
British Columbia at the time of your several visits to 
Okanagan ? 

Ans. — Yes, sir, • 

Int. 70. — ^Why did you travel that way six times, if it was 
not the most convenient road ? 

Ans. — I had business part of the time with parties coming 
that way with wagons ; there were two roads, one for wagons 
and one for stock. 
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Int, 71. — ^What is tbe basis of your estimate of value of 
land at Yaneouvery when you say that you would not regard 
it as worth over $20 per acre ? 

Ans. — The question that was asked me waSy as to the value 
of 640 acres there, without improvements ; now, as the town 
site is, that is more than an average price of lands in this 
country. 

Int 72. — Do you mean to say that, situated as it is on the 
bank of the Columbia, with its advantages of location, it 
would not be worth more than $20 an acre, if used as a 
town site ? 

Ans. — I regard it now, with other places in this country 
developed, that $20 an acre, at this time, is sufficient, but at 
an earlier period, unincumbered, I should regard it at a 
much higher price. 

Int. 73. — In your judgment, did not the question of title 
to the land greatly diminish, from 1850 to the present time, 
its value ? 

Ans. — I think, if it had been unincumbered, it would have 
been of much more value than it is now. 

Int. 74. — ^When you say unincumbered, do you mean if it 
had been free from all doubt as to ownership ? 

An^. — ^I mean free from the different claimants now occu- 
pying it. 

Int. 76. — ^Do you not believe that if the Hudson's Bay 
Company had been the exclusive claimants of that section in 
1850, and had laid out a town there, they could have reali- 
zed a much greater sum than you have mentioned as its 
value ? 

Ans. — ^I think not as a Hudson's Bay Company ; there 
was too much feeling against them to make a town site on 
American soil. 

Int. 76. — Do you niean to say that purchasers would not 
have bought lots of the Company if it had built a prosperous 
town there ? 

An%. — ^I don't know any reason why that people would not 
buy lots. 

Int. 77. — ^What, then, do you mean by saying that there 
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was such a feeling against the Company as would have kept 
the price down, as stated by you ? 

Ans. — Common rumor; the belief and common talk in 
this country is, that the Company are entirely too slow for 
the age ; I know of no other reason. 

Int. 78. — Do you not know that a town site was laid out 
there in 1850, or soon after, in 1850, or 1851, 1 think, upon 
which lots were readily sold ? 

Arts. — There was below the reservation a town site built 
there ; I presume it must have been laid out. 

Int. 79. — Is not that within a mile of the Company's fort? 

Ans. — ^I think it is. 

Int. 80. — ^Do you know anything of the price of lots there, 
from 1850 to the present time ? 

An^. — I have never owned any property there ; never had 
any faith in the town; I don't know that I can give the 
price ; property has been selling and re-selling there, but I 
have paid but little attention to it. 

Int. 81. — Can you estimate the number of buildings or 
population now on that site ? 

^ns. — I don't think I could; it is quite a little village 
there. 

Int. 82. — ^Is it not, so far as you know, the largest town in 
Washington Territory ? 

^ns. — I think not. 

Int. 83. — What towns are larger ? 

^ns. — Aside from the fort, I think Walla- Walla is the 
largest place. 

Int. 84. — Is there any other town beside that, between 
the mouth of the river and the Cascades, on the north bank 
of the Columbia river? 

^ns. — I think not, if I recollect right. 

Int. 85. — Is it not the county seat of Clarke county ? 

^ns. — I believe it is. 

Int. 86. — Has it not a large agricultural region to support 
it? 

v4n«. — Moderately so for Washington Territory; it has 
not a large one. 
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Int. 87. — Is not Clarke county one of the largest and most 
productive counties in the Territory ? 

A718. — I am not sufficiently posted on the Sound counties 
to answer that; I think not; I think Walla-Walla county 
is the largest. 

Int. 88. — Is not Vancouver the best and only eligible site 
for a town, from the Cascades to the Cowlitz river, on the 
Columbia ? 

Ans. — I think it is the most beautiful place, and the most 
eligible, but not ^he only one. 

Int. 89. — If, in 1850, you had been the owner, with a 
good title of a section at Vancouver, would you have sold it 
for $20 an acre ? 

Ans. — I think I would not have sold it at . $20 an acre. 

Int. 90. — ^At what price, would you have disposed of it, 
taking into view the beauty of its locality, the farming coun- 
try around it, and the perspective development of the coun- 
try? 

Ans. — If it had been mine, I would have given one half of 
it away to capital to draw the business there, and I would 
have taken the chances for the balance to pay me, or to re- 
alize a much larger sum than $20 per acre. 

Int. 91. — Would you not thus have expected to make it the 
most prominent and important town in Oregon as it then was ? 

Ans. — I should have tried to do so. 

Int. 92. — Would you not have considered it worth at least 
$250,000 if you could have pursued such a course ? 

Ans. — I should have realized all that was possible, I 
could'nt say that it would be worth $250,000. 

Int. 93 — Is there not much good farming and pasture land 
on the Columbia river, from about six miles above and fif- 
teen or twenty miles below Vancouver, and ten miles inland ? 

Ans. — There is overflowed lands for grazing purposes, and 
a limited amount of cleared land, the land being heavily 
timbered; there are some prairies in the rear of Vancouver; 
all the bottom lands overflow, more or less. 

Int. 94. — Do you know whether the margin of the lakes 
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below Vancouver, do not afford much food for stock and 
hogs, from wapatoo and other natural roots ? 

Ans. — When that country does not overflow, it is all a 
good grazing country ; it overflows in the summer from one 
and a half, to three months. 

Int 95. — Are there not within the above limits valuable 
mill privileges ? 

Ans. — Up the river, I know of a mill there ; I have never 
been in it to examine it ; it is four or five miles above Van- 
couver ; I have seen it. 

Int. 96. — Do you know what was the market value of 
stock, beef cattle, sheep, and hogs, within easy reach of 
Portland and Vancouver, from 1850 to 1857 ? 

Ans. — ^From three and a half to ten cents per pound, on 
foot, net weight. 

Int 97. — During those years, were not large quantities 
sent to California and Victoria from Oregon ? 

Ans, — Yes, sir. 

Int. 98 — Do you not think, that since 1850, any well or- 
ganized company, enjoying undisturbed possession of the 
land you have described about Vancouver, could have made 
large annual profits by the sale of live stock, and all kinds 
of agricultural produce at Portland and other places in 
Oregon, and by exportation to California and the British 
Possessions ? 

Ans. — ^Yes; I think they could, as is usual in that line of 
business. 

Int. 99. — Have not many farmers on that tract greatly im- 
proved their condition since 1850 ? 

Ans. — On the Columbia bottoms, I think not ; they have 
been drowned out by floods; as to those back, I do not 
know. 

Int. 100. — Can you tell what was the price of cattle on the 
hoof, from 1857 to 1863, in places within easy i^each of Port- 
land ? 

Ans. — ^From three and a half to ten cents, net. 

Int. 101. — Can you say what was the price in Victoria in 
1858? 
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Ans. — I don't know that I can give the price in 1858 in 
Victoria. 

Int. 102. — Please state, if you know, the price from 1858 
until this time ? 

Am. — ^From six to fifteen cents, net ; I should think that 
would cover it, all kinds. 

Int. 103. — ^Do you know Archibald McKinlay and Thomas 
Lowe ? If so, state their standing in community, and your 
judgment of their fitness to estimate the value of property ? 

An^. — ^I know McKinlay ; I have but little acquaintance 
with Mr. Lowe ; Mr. McKinlay is always regarded, as far as 
I know, a good man ; I have heard many persons express their 
sorrow for him that he had been unfortunate in business. 

Int. 104. — Have you any of the feeling against the Hud- 
son's Bay Company of which you have spoken ? 

An9. — ^Personally, I have not : I have always been treated 
well ; all business I have done with them, was done correctly. 

Int. 105. — Have you any prejudice against the claims made 
by the Company against the Government ? 

Ans. — I think I have. Entirely too large a claim, as far as 
know. 

Int. 106. — ^Do you believe you would feel the same preju- 
dice if these claims were presented by Amercan citizens 
against the government ? 

Ans. — I think I would, sir, a much greater. 

Alex. P. Ankeney, 

Portland, July 31, 1866. 



Testimony of S. M. Gilmorb. 

8. M. Grilmore, being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies 
as follows : 

Jnt. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation ? 

Ans. — ^I am, fifty-one and a half years old, or a few 
days over; at this time, my residence is in Portland; my 
business is farming; though not at presemt engaged in any 
business, I am about returning to my farm. 
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Int 2. — When did you come to Oregon ? 

An8. — I came in the year 1843. 

Int. 3. — ^Did you stop at the Hudson's Bay Company's post 
at Walla- Walla while on your way that year? K so, state 
how long, and who was in charge of the post at that time. 

An%. — I stopped at what was then called Fort Walla- Walla 
about two weeks ; Archibald McKinlay was in charge at that 
time. 

Int 4. — Was the fort then new or old? 

Aim, — ^It seemed to have been just about finished, as near 
as I could judge; they were just about finishing the roof of 
the last building. 

Int. 5. — What, if anything, did you hear Mr. McKinlay 
say, while you staid there, about the cost of building this 
post? (Objected to, as irrelevant and incompetent.) 

Ans. — I am not sure what it was; I remember, however, 
that there was a good deal of conversation had with him 
about the cost of things in and about the post. Him and Mr. 
Applegate had a great deal of talk about those things in my 
hearing. I remember that I was very much surprised at the 
cheapness of things about the post, both goods and other 
things. I don't think I can definitely state — I don't like to 
state positively; it seemed to me some, either £8 or £80; 
I was surprised at the amount; it occurred to me to be a 
very small amount; there was " eight" in it somewhere. 

Int. 6. — Who else were present at the time of this con- 
versation ? 

Ans. — ^I am not certain ; they had frequent conversations ; 
sometimes one, two, or three persons would be present — 
different persons ; frequently Mr. Applegate's brothers would 
be present in their conversations. 

Int. 7. — ^Did this sum, named as the cost of the fort, in- 
clude or exclude the value of the labor of the Company's 
servants? 

Ans. — I suppose, my understanding was, that it was the 
cost of the wall ; the wall was of adobe ; I supposed it was 
siftiply the cost of the labor to put it up; it was some ten 
or twelve feet high. 
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Oross-ezamination by Mr. Holhrook. 

Int. 1. — Can you undertake to remember, with any degree 
of certainty, the conversation that took place in regard to a 
matter in which you had no interest, twenty-three years ago? 

Arts, — In some things, I can. 

Int. 2. — Have you, since 1843, repeated that conversation to 
anj^ one ? If so, to whom and when ? 

Arts. — I don't remember that I have. 

Int 3.— Have you mentioned it to no one until this afternoon? 

Arts, — About eleven o'clock this morning I was asked if I 
remembered anything about it. 

Int 4. — By whom? 

Ans. — Mr. Johnson asked me about it. 

Int. 5. — Are you positive that, in the conversation in 1843, 
Mr. McKinlay did not say that it only cost the Company the 
sum named, in money, for work done on the wall? 

Ans. — That is my impression. There are very few things 
that men can be positive about, that took place twenty-three 
years ago ; there are some things I can be positive about 

8. M. GiLMORB. 

Portland, July 31, 1866. 



Testimony of Joseph L. Meek. 

Josqph Ij. Meek^ being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies 
as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation ? 

An9. — I am fifty-six years old; I reside near Hillsboro, in 
Washington county, Oregon ; and am by occupation, at pres- 
ent, a farmer. 

Int. 2. — What offices have you held in Oregon ? 

Ans. — I served two terms in the Legislature, under the 
Provisional Government; high sherifl:* of the Territory 
for several years under the Provisional Government ; elected 
special messenger to the Executive of the United States, 
in 1847, to ask aid from the United States Government 
to suppress hostilities in this country, and, extend the 
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territorial government over it ; was tbero appointed IT. S. Mar- 
shal for Oregon; held that office near five years. 

InL 3. — "When did you first come on to the western slope 
of the Rocky mountains, and in what capacity ? 

Arts. — In the month of August, 1829; in the capacity of 
hunter and trapper. 

Int. 4. — How long did you follow that business, and in 
what sections of the country ? 

Ans. — I followed it nearly eleven years; we was bounded, 
generally, on the west by the Blue Mountains; on the east, 
by the forks of the Platte; south, by the river Gila; and 
north, by the north branches of the Missouri, and into the 
Okanagan country. 

InL 5. — In whose employ did you come out ; how long 
did you remain with him ; and in what other employ did you 
operate ? 

Ana. — I came out with Smith, Jackson T& Sublette, and 
remained with them one year; they sold out to the Rocky 
Mountain Fur Company, 1 remained with them about five 
years; they sold out to the American Fur Company, and 
I was a free man, trapped on my own hook, and traded with 
the American Fur and Hudson's Bay Companies. 

Int. 6. — Where did you go after you ceased trapping, and 
where have you resided since ? 

jins — I came to Tualitin Plains, and have resided there ever 
since, with the exception of the trips I have taken to the 
mines and about ; my family have resided there all the time. 

Int 7. — What influence did the Hudson's Bay Company 
exercise over the Indians in the section where you operated, 
with reference to American trappers and traders; state such 
facts as occur to you in this connection ? 

An8. — The Hudson's Bay Company exercised a great influ- 
ence over the western Indians, that is the Cayuses, Nez-Per- 
ces, Flat-Heads, and Spokanes, and through there ; they had 
no influence over the Indians east of the Rocky mountains 
at all, and way south. They could do almost anything with 
the Indians. I know of one party that was robbed by the 
orders of one of the Hudson's Bay Company men, the com- 
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mander of Fort Walla- Walla ; the party was robbed, and the 
furs brought back to the post and sold. I was not with that 
party; that was my understanding about that matter; that 
was what the Indians said, and what the whites said that 
was robbed. 

Int. 8. — What distinction in names, if any, did the Hud- 
son's Bay agents teach the Indians about the national- 
ity of white men ? (Objected to as immaterial and irrelev- 
ant to the issue.) 

AnB. — Whenever they fell in with us, they called us in jar- 
gon "Boston men," and the Hudson's Bay men, "King 
George men ;" near the Eocky mountains they did not speak 
jargon at all, them upper tribes. 

Int 9. — How did the Indians manifest their difference of 
feeling towards Americans and Hudson's Bay men ? 

Arts. — Where the Hudson's Bay influence was great, their 
men could go where we dare not go unless we had force. 

Int 10. — How many Americans were necessary for protec- 
tion to each other, where a single Hudson's Bay man could 
go in safety ? 

AuB, — It would be owing to where we were going ; it gen- 
erally took us from twenty-five to fifty to pass through this 
lower country, that is about Fort Hall and Fort Boise, and 
all that region of the country, and north of there. 

Int. 11. — What badge did the Indians recognize as indi- 
cating a Hudson's Bay man ? 

Ans. — They would tell them by their dress — Scotch cap 
and red belt — and their general appearance ; they generally 
had clothes, and we had but very few. 

Int. 12. — In the several wars which have occurred between 
the whites and Indians in Oregon, have any distinctions been 
made by the Indians between Americans and the Hudson's 
Bay Company men ? If so, state in what way manifested. 

An9. — At the time of the Cayuse war, when we went up, 
the Hudson's Bay men generally went about most any place 
from the forts ; a great many half breeds that were with the 
army went about ; that was, I suppose, on account of their 
blood. 
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Int, 13. — State whether the Company maintained its posts 
during that entire war, in the hostile country ? 

Arts, — ^All the posts that I was at, they did, that is, Fort 
Walla-Walla, Fort Bois^, and Fort Hall. 

Int. 14. — In the early settlement of the agricultural lands 
of the Willamette Valley, and what was then Oregon gen- 
erally, what encouragement or discouragement was experi- 
enced by Americans from the Hudson's Bay Company? 
(Objected to as irrelevant and immaterial. 

An8. — When I first came down, in 1840, they discouraged 
settlements by the Americans, that is especially north of the 
Columbia river; they expected the Columbia river to be the 
boundary line ; they would not let us go north of the Colum- 
bia, but always advised us to go south, into the Willamette 
Valley. There were some men that got cattle; Mr. Walker 
and Mr. Doty got cattle; there were but five or six of ua 
here then ; they got oxen and some cows. 

Int. 16. — Were cattle sold or loaned to the settlers; if 
loaned, upon what terms? (Objected to as before.) 

An^. — They were loaned, not sold; the Hudson's Bay 
Company had no cattle to sell; they were to return the 
cattle with the increase. 

Int. 16. — Up to what date did the Company continue to 
discourage the settlement of Americans in Oregon? (Ob- 
jected to as leading, and because it states what the witness 
has not stated in regard to the settlement of Oregon, and 
because it is immaterial and irrelevant.) 

^7w.— Up to about 1843 or 1844. 

Int. 17. — What condition, if any, did the Company impose 
upon you, and those settling with you in the Tualitin plains, 
before they gave their consent ? 

Ans. — The condition was that we were to let the Indians 
alone; not to raise no fuss with them, and not to trade 
with them — that is, for furs. 

Int. 18. — ^How far, and in what direction are the Tualitin 
plains from Vancouver ? 

Ans. — ^About twenty-five miles, a little south of west; on 
the south side of the Columbia. 
6 
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Int. 19. — What, in your judgment, caused the change in 
the tactics of the Company, in 1843-44, with reference to 
American settlers? (Objected to as immaterial and irrele- 
vant.) 

Arts. — ^I thought it was on account of the emigration, bo 
many coming in here, and the American squadron having 
just been here. 

Int. 20. — Are you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay 
Company's post at Fort Hall ? If so, state when, and by 
whom it was built, how long it was in course of construction, 
and if you know how many hands were employed in it. 

Ans. — ^I am ; it was built by Captain Wyeth, in 1835 — 
that is, a temporary post, that was built that fall ; it was a 
wooden fort, and but a short time at it ; ten or twelve men 
only. Captain Wyeth came up the next year from down 
here, (it might have been 1837 when he came up,) and 
brought up ten or twelve Kanakas when he came up, and 
put up the adobe fort. 

Int. 21. — How long were these ten or twelve Kanakas 
building the adobe fort? 

Ans. — ^I don't know ; it was a very short time ; I went on 
a fall hunt, and when I came back it was done. 

Int. 22. — What wages were paid to these men, and to the 
Hudson's Bay men, generally ? 

Ans. — Captain Wyeth's Kanakas, that he brought up, 
always told me that they got from seventeen to twenty-four 
pound sterling per year; a great many of the Hudson's Bay 
men have told me the same thing ; some said they got sev- 
enteen, some as high as twenty-four; the new ones got the 
lowest price. 

Int. 23. — Were they furnished with clothing, or were they 
required to buy this themselves ? 

j3n«. — I think they bought it themselves, but goods with 
them was very low. 

Int. 24. — What, in your opinion, did the building of Fort 
Hall cost, as it was finally completed? 

Ans. — I suppose it cost about $1,000 ; I don't think it cost 
more than that. 
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Int. 25. — ^Describe the soil about Fort Hall, and state how 
much it is worth per acre for agricultural and pastoral pur- 
poses? 

Ans, — There are some pretty good spots about Fort Hall; 
the bottom is about a mile wide, and ten or twelve miles 
long; the pasturage very good; the land, perhaps, is worth 
$1.25 per acre; 1 have seen thousands of acres of as good 
land sold for that price. 

Int, 26. — Are you acquainted with the Company's post at 
Boise ? If so, state when you were there first, and when you 
saw it last ? 

Am. — I am acquainted with it; I was in the fort in 1840 
the first time ; I saw it last in 1848. 

Int. 27. — Describe the soil about Boise, and state how 
much it is worth per acre ? 

Arts. — The soil is very bad about Boise, sand, sage, and 
grease- wood is about all; can't tell how much it is worth, it 
is worth nothing to me. 

Int. 28. — How much is that land worth per acre to any 
person for agricultural purposes? 

Ans. — I don't think it would be worth anything to any- 
body. 

Int 29. — ^How much, in your judgment, was the cost and 
value of Boise ? 

Am. — ^I think about the same as Fort Hall, about $1,000. 

Int. 30. — How long was this post being built, and how 
many men were engaged in its construction ? 

An8. — ^I don't know; I was not there when it was con- 
structed. 

Int. 31. — Have you been at Okanagan ? If so, describe 
the soil about that post, and state how much it is worth per 
acre. 

Ans. — It has been many years since I was at Fort Okan- 
agan ; there was no fort there when I was there ; there was 
a trading-house there, or something ; the soil I did not pay 
any attention to ; I have no idea of the value of the land. 

Int. 32. — ^Have you read the memorial of the Hudson's 
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Bay Company, as presented in this case ? If so, state 
whether you know all the posts named in it, and whether 
any of them are of any value for Indian trade, since the 
settlement of the country hy the whites ; if so, which of 
them are still useful in that trade? (Objected to because 
indefinite, the time not being specified when the alleged 
value ceased, and because irrelevant and immaterial.) 

Arts. — I have read the memorial ; I believe I know all the 
posts mentioned therein, except the one at Umpqua; I think 
Colvile and Okanagan are of some value; the others I think 
are not — the fur trade is all dead about the other posts. 

InU 33. — ^How many times have you been at Fort Walla- 
Walla, since 1840? 

Ans.—l was at Walla-Walla in 1840, 1848, 1855, and 1862. 

InU 34. — What do you think is a fair estimate of the cost 
and value of Fort Walla-Walla? 

An%, — Walla- Walla was a larger fort than the others ; it 
was made of adobe when I was there, in 1848 and 1855 ; 
what the probable cost would be, I would hardly know; to 
take all the material, men, and provisions there from Van- 
couver, I should think it would cost £1,000 sterling — it was 
built in a miserable place. 

InU 35. — Describe the soil at Walla-Walla, and give your 
judgment of its value per acre ? 

Arts. — It is sand and gravel ; the value per acre is very 
little ; I think it is worth nothing for agricultural purposes. 

Int. 36. — How often have you been at Vancouver since 
1840? 

Ans. — ^I don't know; I used to go there seven or eight 
times a year, and stay there a week ; then my visits fell off'; 
I have been there every year, except the last. 

Int. 37. — Describe the operations carried on there in 1840 
and shortly after. 

Ans. — The operations there in 1840 were very large; that 
was the great depot of the Company; all the supplies for 
this country went from Vancouver about this time ; there 
were a great many men there at work; some farmers, some 
boatmen, some shepherds, some millers, some clerks, some 
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chief factors, and some trappers; that was Vancouver's 
palmy days, in 1840 ; there were a good many missionaries 
there. 

Int. 38. — ^What was the character of the buildings at this 
post? 

Am. — There were large warehouses, large sills, and up- 
right posts, with grooves, in the French Canadian style; I 
think the siding was of lumber — ^very thick plank — but am 
not certain. 

Int. 89. — Were these buildings suitable for any business, 
except such as was carried on by this Company ? 

An8. — I suppose they would have been; they would have 
been good bams in my country; they would have been a 
great place to stow cotton and sugar in the south. 

Int. 40. — "What, in your judgment, would be the cost and 
value of their best warehouse, one hundred by forty feet? 

Ans. — I don't know; not being a carpenter, I can't tell. 
I don't know what one of those big warehouses would cost; 
at that time wages were very cheap; I would suppose the 
Company could put up one of them for one hundred pounds 
sterling. 

Int. 41. — State whether you, yourself, put up a fine barn 
in Oregon, and whether, from that, you have any idea of the 
cost of such buildings? (Objected to as irrelevant, incom- 
petent, and immaterial.) 

Ans. — ^I did not put up a fine barn in Oregon; a man is 
to put me up one for $250, fifty-four feet long, and forty 
wide ; but that is only about half the length of one of them 
warehouses, and it is to be built this fall. 

Int. 42. — Tou have stated that Vancouver was in its glory 
in 1840; how did its condition in 1846 compare with what 
it was in 1840 ? 

Ans. — In 1846, Vancouver was on the decline; it would 
not compare with 1840 at all ; the farms were rather out of 
repair in 1846, the out-buildings were going to decay. 

Int. 48. — State whether the Company arrested this decay 
and going to rack, or otherwise, in the years immediately 
succeeding 1846 ; state, generally, what you observed in this 
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respect as to farras, buildings, and amount of business, from 
year to year, up to 1860, when the Company left. (Ob- 
jected to as leading, and because the witness has said nothing 
of any buildings going to rack.) 

Am, — I think that it appeared to be on the decrease from 
1846 up to 1860; ageneral decrease of everything; in 1855 
and 1856, the business, I think, was nominally nothing to 
what it was in 1840 — that is, their old trade ; Othello's occu- 
pation was gone. 

Int. 44. — State, if you know, when they ceased farming 
operations on the MilKPlain. 

Arts. — I do not know when they did cease. 

Int 45. — How much, in your opinion, were good farming 
lands worth in 1863, along the Columbia river, from the 
Mill Plain, above Vancouver, to the Cathlapootle river 
below ? 

Ans, — Good farming lands along there must have been 
worth from $10 to $15 an acre; but that was very scarce 
there, owing to the overflow of the Columbia river in the 
summer. 

Int 46. — What kind of food and provisions were generally 
furnished to the Hudson's Bay men at the interior posts, 
such as Boise and Hall, about the time of their construc- 
tion? 

Ans. — At Fort Hall, meat was generally furnished them 
by the hunter, and such as they could purchase from the In- 
dians — ^buffklo, elk, Ac, game being in great abundance in 
that country, about Fort Hall; I think they had nothing 
else. « 

Int. 47. — Were, or were not provisions transported from 
Vancouver for the use of their servants at the interior posts? 

Ans. — I think not. I think some little for trade, sugar, 
and tea, and some little flour ; these were not furnished the 
men. 

Int. 48. — State, if you know, what the Company usually 
paid for what was called a pack of dried meat, at Fort Hall ? 
(Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant.) 
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Arts, — A pack of dried meat was generally a piece of ninety 
pounds. In the fall of the year when the Indians came in, 
you could get a pack of meat for a butcher knife and about 
a foot of rope tobacco. The whole country was full of buf- 
falo at that time. 

Cross-examiaiion by A. Holbrooke Esq. 

InL 1. — State whether the influence of the Hudson's Bay 
Company over the Indians was not salutary and beneficial ? 

Arts. — Certainly was in all this lower country. 

Int. 2. — Was not that influence exerted uniformly and 
promptly for the protection of the early emigrants and set* 
tiers ? 

Ans. — ^It certainly was. 

Int. 3. — Can you give the names of the party who said 
they were robbed by the orders of one of the Hudson's Bay 
Company men? 

Ans. — I can, some of their names — ^Wilkins, Robinson, 
and McDofy, three of them that I remember well. 

Int. 4. — ^In whose employ were these men at the time ? 

Ans. — Captain Weyths. 

Int. 6. — State the time, place, and circumstances of this 
alleged robbery? 

Ans. — I don't think I can exactly; it must have been in 
1834 or 1835 ; I think they told me it was on the head 
waters of Day's river ; I don't know what the circumstances 
were. 

Int. 6.^-Who was at that time the commander of Fort 
Walla- Walla? 

Ans. — Mr. Pambrun. 

Int. 7. — Did you ever hear him say anything about the 
matter ? 

Ans. — ^Never a word. 

Int. 8. — Did you see him frequently after it occurred ? 

Ans. — ^I seen him, not very frequently; though several 
times. 

Int. 9. — ^Did you ever ask him anything in regard to it ? 
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Arts. — ^Never,! don't think I ever did. 

Int. 10. — ^Did the men who said they had been robbed 
state any reason for such an order of Mr. Parabrun ? 

Ans. — They stated various reasons about it, .the main reason 
that they said, was because they wouldn't trade their beaver 
with Mr. Pambrun, at Walla-Walla; another reason was, 
that one of the men had stolen a woman from Walla- Walla 
and run off with her. What we call stealing a woman, is 
taking a wife when you can get her; that's what we call 
petit larceny in the mountains. 

Int. 11. — Was not the capture or stealing of a woman re- 
garded by the Indians as an act of hostility, provoking their 
revenge ? 

Ans. — ^If she had been stolen from the Indians, it would 
have been considered so by them; but as she was stolen 
from the whites, the Indians, generally, had nothing to do 
with it. 

Int. 12. — From whom was this woman stolen ? 

Ans. — I think she was stolen from some of the Hudson's 
Bay men. 

Int. 13. — Was she recaptured by the Indian party? 

Ans. — I think not. 

Int. 14. — ^Was not the attack upon these men under the 
circumstances, generally regarded among mountain men as 
an act of justice ? 

Ans. — ^I think not, sir. No, sir. 

Int. 15. — Do you know whether any of the principal offi- 
cers of the Company approved of that act ? 

Ans. — All that I ever heard speak of it, condemned it, 
that is the principal officers, the bourgeois. 

Int. 16. — Did you ever hear that Mr. Pambrun ordered it, 
except from the men who were robbed ? 

Ans. — ^I heard it from the Indians, the nation that done it, 
and the men — ^that is all I ever heard say so. 

Int. 17.— What tribe did it? 

Ans. — The Cayuses and Walla-Wallas, I think. 

Int. 18. — ^Do you not know that Indians are very artful in 
making up stories of that sort, to shield themselves ? 
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Arts, — Yes, Indians are very artful in making up stories, 
but there are not many of those Indians that dare make up 
a story against a Hudson's Bay bourgeois, at those times. 

Int. 19. — ^Do you not know that in 1835, the Cayuses tied 
Mr. Pambrun, and kept him in custody several hours ? 

Am. — I think it was in 1835 that they tied Mr. Pambrun, 
' and kept him in custody for several hours, to make him re- 
duce his tariff of trade. 

Int 20. — ^Did they not, also, at a subsequent time, while 
Mr. McKinlay was in command at Walla- Walla, take posses- 
sion of the post, and threaten its destruction ? 

Arts. — I was not there at the time, but the Indians took 
possession of Fort Walla- Walla and would have kept it if 
Mr. McKinlay had not been going to blow it up ; that I 
heard from a good many whites and a good many Indians. 

Int 21. — Was not the Company compelled after 1835, to 
strengthen their force at Walla-Walla, in officers and men, 
on account of the hostile disposition of the Cayuses ? 

Arts, — I know that there were a great many men who 
came out that year, and the fort was greatly strengthened, 
but I had thought it was on account of the new opposition 
that had sprung up in the upper country by Captain Wyeth. 

Int 22. — ^Do you believe that this alleged robbery would 
have taken place, if it had not been for the stealing of the 
Indian woman ? 

Arts, — I do not know whether it would or not. 

Int. 23. — Were not most of the troubles between the 
mountain men and the Indians, caused by quarrels about In- 
dian women? 

Ans. — ^No, sir. 

Int. 24. — Was not that a cause of difficulty in mauy in- 
stances ? 

Ans. — I think not, sir ; no, sir. 

Int. 25. — ^Did you ever hear of any other robbery, such as 
this mentioned, in which any blame was imputed by rumor 
or otherwise to any officer or the Company ? 

Ans. — I think not; no, sir. 

Int. 26. — When you say that it required from twenty-five 



u 

to fifty Americans to go in safety, where a single Hudson's 
Bay man could go alone, do you mean to say that you ever 
knew of one Hudson's Bay man going where it would have 
been unsafe for Americans to go except in such large parties ? 

Ans. — ^Yes, sir; they used to go from Bois6 to Fort Hall, 
one or two, alone, where it was unsafe for twenty Americans 
to go. Ramo [Raimond] used to come down ; I don't know 
whether he used to come down by himself, or one man with 
him. 

InL 27. — Was it not, however, usual for the Company's 
men to travel in parties, and armed, in going from one post 
to another, or travelling about the country ? 

Ans. — Yes ; it certainly was. 

Int. 28. — Do you not believe that the great reason why the 
Indians respected and feared the Company and its men, was 
because of their knowledge that the Company had power to 
punish any wrons^ ; and also because the Company always in- 
structed its agents to act fairly and justly towards the In- 
dians? 

Ans. — The upper Indians had no knowledge of the kind, 
except by the Company cutting off their supplies when they 
did wrong. Some time after Fort Hall fell into the Com- 
pany's hands, they had complete dominion over that country, 
— Indians and all ; I think they always instructed their agents 
to act fairly and justly towards the Indians. The name of 
the Company passed me through to Fort Bridger, in 1848 ; 
when the Indians came to me, I told them that Tom McKay 
was behind, with a large party, going to Fort Hall to trade; 
I wore the Hudson's Bay dress out and out. 

Int. 29. — Was this trip, in 1848, the one you made as 
messenger to the United States Government, to ask aid in 
suppressing hostilities? 

Ans. — Yes, sir. 

Int. 30. — ^Did not the officers of the Company, at all its 
posts, do everything in their power for your protection, 
convenience, and comfort, on that trip ? 

Ans. — Yes, sir ; I had an order from Dr. McLaughlin to 
that amount. 
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Int. 31. — When you say that the Company maintained its 
posts during the Cayuse war, at Walla- Walla, Fort Bois6, 
and Fort Hall, state whether its officers, at those places, 
were not prompt and ready to assist the troops in any way 
when requested. 

Ans.—Eoi at Walla^Walla; I think not; I think the 
troops went and took powder from there, under a protest 
from Mr. McBain, the officer in charge; at Fort Boise and 
Fort Hall they were very clever to me, and gave me all the 
assistance I required. 

Int. 32. — ^Did not Mr. McBain, shortly after, leave the 
Company's service ? 

Ans. — I was not there; I heard he did, though. 

Int. 33. — ^Did not the Cayuse war follow as the consequence 
of the massacre of Dr. Whitman and his family? 

Ans. — ^Yes, sir ; that was the cause of the Cayuse war. 

Int. 34. — State who rescued the survivors of that massacre. 

Ans. — Peter Skene Ogden, chief factor of the Hudson's 
Bay Compan3^ 

Int. 35. — Did he not go up, personally, with a company, 
before the Provisional Government had time to act in the 
matter ? 

Ans. — Yes,. sir; when the news arrived at Vancouver, he 
equipped a party, and went direct up in person, and bought 
the survivors, and brought them down ; he gave presents to 
the Indians; I think there were about sixty came down in 
the boats. 

Int. 36. — When you say that the Company discouraged 
settlements north of the Columbia river, state whether it 
was not on the ground that, if the land north of the Colum- 
bia, should be assigned to Great Britain, American settlers 
might lose their nationality. 

Ans. — I don't know about that ; I know they would not 
let us settle on the north side ; so far as nationality was con- 
cerned, I don't think they cared anything about it. 

Int. 37. — Did they hinder settlers from going north of the 
Columbia, except upon lands which they claimed to occupy? 
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Ans. — ^I think not, sir ; they claimed the whole country 
though, north of the Columbia. 

Int, 38. — When the settlers first occupied any land north 
of the Columbia, who were they, and where were they 
located ? 

Ans, — There were some settled just below Vancouver — 
Mr. Short — and some settled above, near tea prairie; Mr. 
Short settled there under protest; his house was torn down; 
I think he was brought over and put ashore at Linton ; I 
don't remember the dates ; it must have been 1845 or 1846. 

InL 39. — Had not the Company always claimed and occu- 
pied the land where Short settled, since you knew it? 

Ans. — Yes, sir. 

Int 40. — ^Do you know whether there were not some set- 
tlers on Baker's Bay, in 1840, and from that time on ? 

Ans. — I think there were. 

Int. 41. — ^Did not the Company advise settlers to go to the 
Willamette valley, so that being together they might be 
better enabled to protect themselves from Indian hostilities ? 

Ans. — They always advised them to go the Willamette, 
but I always thought it was to keep them out of their way 
at Vancouver, and from settling that country. 

Int. 42. — Was not the land in the Willamette as good as 
that north of the Columbia ? 

Ans. — I think the land in the Willamette was better than 
that north of the Columbia, for raising wheat. 

Int. 43. — Was not one reason stated by Dr. McLaughlin, 
for his advice, that if they scattered about they would be in 
greater danger ? 

Ans. — That was one of his reasons. 

Int. 44. — ^Do you not now believe that the advice given by 
Dr. McLaughlin to the settlers, was the best for their in- 
terests that he could give ? 

Ans. — ^I think his advice was pretty good then, but it has 
proved very bad since. 

Int. 45. — How has it proved bad ? 

Ans. — The first settlers were deprived of the most valua- 
ble part of the country. 
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Int. 46.— Which was that? 

Ans. — That was all the. lower country — ^places near to the 
river — along the Willamette, below the falls ; but I believe 
the Doctor meant his advice for the good of the settlers at 
the time. 

Int. 47. — ^Why were the lands along the Willamette river, 
below the falls, the most valuable lands in Oregon ? 

Ans. — It is so near to market, and convenience of getting 
to them ; but I must add that they didn't look so convenient 
in those days as they do now, with big farms, and towns on 
them. 

Int. 48. — Have not the markets all grown up since that 
time ? 

Ans. — ^1^0, sir ; the wheat market was better that day, than 
it is now. 

Int. 49. — Were not prairie lands which produced wheat 
more valuable to the settlers than heavily timbered lands on 
the river banks ? 

Ans. — They were, at that time, to raise wheat on. 

Int. 50. — ^Were they not for everything which it was profit- 
able to raise? 

Ans. — ^Yes, sir. 

Int. 51. — Did you not, in 1850 or 1851, write a letter to 
Dr. John McLaughlin, in reply to some questions sent to you 
by him, stating that his conduct while at the head of the 
Company, had greatly promoted the welfare and prosperity 
of the early settlers, and that, but for him, you did not believe 
the settlers could have got through with their diflBiculties, or 
words to that eflfect. (Objected to, because the letter is the 
best evidence of its contents, and no attempt fs made to ac- 
count for its non-production ; counsel for the United States 
now demands the production and inspection of that letter.) 

Ans. — I think I did, sir. 

Int. 52. — Did not Lucie and others take lands along the 
river, below the Willamette falls, and afterwards abandon 
them, and move to the upper prairies ? 

Ans. — ^I think they did ; I have heard so. 

Int. 53. — ^Do you know of any instance in which the Com- 
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pany refused to furnish stock to a respectable settler, worthy 
of credit ? 

Ans. — I don't think I do, sir ? 

Ini. 54. — ^Do you know of its refusing to furnish supplies 
to emigrants or settlers who were worthy of credit? 

Ans. — Some they furnished with supplies, some they did 
not, that is, certain kind of supplies. If a man would take 
a claim, he could get seed wheat, ploughs, hoes, harrows, 
teeth, and so on, if he would show a disposition to go to 
work to raise wheat, which they was the only market for. 

InL 55. — Was not that market, if the only one, better than 
none? 

Ans, — ^Yes, it was better then than it is to-day, as far as 
supplies are concerned. 

Int 56. — Did not the Company, also, purchase any other 
farm produce which the settlers could supply, such an pota- 
toes, pork, butter, &c. 

Ans. — I don't think they bought many potatoes; they 
would buy pork and butter. 

Int. 57. — Did not the better class of emigrants feel that it 
was ungenerous, and not right to settle upon lands, claimed 
by the Company? 

Ans. — I think some of the emigrants, the most of them, 
did not want to give theili the whole of the country ; they 
felt it was right to give them land around their posts; out- 
side of that, they felt that they had a right to settle where 
they wanted to ? 

Int 58. — Did you know anything of Jedediah Smith, who 
was trading and trapping in Southern Oregon? State what 
you know ofliis rescue, if anything; by whom, and when it 
was made. (The counsel for the United States insists that 
this is not a proper crogs-examination, but is making the 
witness that of the Company, and he will assume to cross- 
examine about this subject. The counsel for the Company 
insist that it is legitimate cross-examination, for the purpose 
of showing the conduct of the Company towards an Ameri- 
can trapper and trader, concerning which questions were 
put on the direct examination.) 
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Ans, — I knew Jedediah Smith very well, having served 
under him in the Rocky Mountains ; I think the rescue was 
made, in 1828, by Mr. McCloud, of the Hudson's Bny Com- 
pany; in 1829, I was detailed by the Company in whose 
service I was, to hunt for him ; we crossed the Rocky Moun- 
tains, and found him in Pierre^'s Hole, on the head of Snake 
river, with a party; he came and joined the company then — 
the company of Smith, Jackson, and Sublette — he was one 
of the partners; he told me that he had been defeated at 
the crossing of Rogue river — all his men killed but three, I 
think; he made his way to Vancouver, and the Company 
equipped and sent out a party to get his property, and rescue 
any of his party that might be left; I think he remained the 
winter of 1828 with the Hudson's Bay Company ; in the 
suinnier of 1829 we met him on Snake river. 

Int. 59. — How much of his property was rescued, if you 
know? 

Ans. — That I do not know; how much ; there were various 
statements made about it; I don't remember exactly what 
Smith said; I think he said very little was recovered; some 
beaver and horses — mostly beaver. 

Int. 60. — How large a party was sent out for this purpose, 
and how long were they absent? 

Ans. — I don't know, exactly, how many there were in the 
party; Smith said, I think, there were forty or fifty men ; I 
think they were under the command of Thomas McKay, and 
he said hd was going to kill all the Indians out there, and 
the order was countermanded, and Mr. McCloud was sent 
in his place; I don't remember how long; I think they 
were out there the balance of the fall of 1828; I think they 
were out several months ; Smith and Black told me often, 
but I don't remember. 

Int. 61. — Did not Smith express great gratitude to the 
Company, because it had done so much for him, especially 
as he was a rival fur trader ? 

Ans. — Smith always expressed great gratitude to the Com- 
pany for the act they had done. 
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InU 62. — ^Did he say whether it was done without any 
charge? 

Am. — Smith always said it was done without any charge, 
but it was always disputed by the other partners — so much 
so, that they dissolved and sold out the next summer, to the 
Rocky Mountain Fur Company, and formed a new firm. 

Int. 63. — Could Smith and Black have gone from Van- 
couYcr to Pierre's Hole, without assistance from the Hud- 
son's Bay Company, at that time? 

Arts. — I think not, sir ; or the assistance of some person 
else ; I think they went up with the Company to Walla- 
Walla, and through that country to the Flat Heads ; where 
we met them I suppose it is 1,200 miles from Vancouver. 

Int. 64.— At what time, in 1836 or 1837, did Captain Wy- 
ath arrive at Fort Hall, with the Kanakas spoken of by you, 
in your direct examination ? 

Ans. — I don't remember exactly; I think the Kanakas 
came up with Captain King. I don't think Captain Wyeth 
came up until in the winter some time ; I was not at the 
fort. 

Int. 65. — When did you leave the fort for your fall hunt, 
and how long were you absent? 

Ans. — ^I didn't belong to the fort at all ; I belonged to the 
American Fur Company at that time, I think, or the Rocky 
Mountain Fur Company, and would pay a visit to the fort, 
every once and a while, when we got beaver to trade. 

Int. 66. — How long were you absent on the fall hunt, 
spoken of by you, in your answer to direct interrogatory 
No. 21? 

Ans. — ^We would, generally, start out about the 20th of 
August, and, generally, come back about the middle of Oc- 
tober, or 1st of November, when it got too cold to trap. 

Int. 67. — Do you mean to say that Fort Hall was com- 
pleted between the 20th of August and the 20th of October, 
or the Ist of November, by ten or twelve Kanakas ? 

Ans. — I think the fort was put up in about that time; I 
don't know whether the inside was complete or not ; the fort 
was up — the walls were up. 
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InL 68. — ^What was the length, height, and width of the 
walls? 

Ans. — I don't know, sir. 

Int. 69. — Was it not about thirteen feet high, by nineteen 
inches thick ? 

Ans. — ^I do not know, sir ; it looked like quite a fort — as 
though it might measure thirteen feet high. 

Int. 70.-^Was it not about one hundred feet square ? 

Ans. — I think it was about one hundred feet square. 

Int. 71. — How far from the fort were the adobes made? 

Ans. — They were made right at it — very close — on the 
bank of a slough of Snake river. 

Int. 72. — When you returned, how many men were at 
Fort Hall? 

Ans.^—1 suppose there were about 150, or near about that 
many. 

Int. 73. — How many of those men belonged to Captain 
Wyeth's party, and were under his directions, or that of his 
agents ? 

Ans. — I don't know, exactly; they were all under his 
direction, while about Fort Hall; there were a good many 
freemen — men not hired to him. 

Int. 74. — ^Do you not know that the greater part of those 
men had been employed in the construction of the fort, as well 
as the ten or twelve Kanakas mentioned ? 

Ans. — I presume there were a good many men worked on 
the fort, besides the Kanakas ; I speak of the Kanakas, be- 
cause they were workmen, and understood the business. 

Int. 75. — ^How long did you remain at Fort Hall at that 
time? 

Ans. — ^I think I was there three days ; it generally took 
one to get drunk, and two to get sober. 

Int. 76. — When were you next there ? 

Ans. — ^I was there sometime in February ; we wintered in 
the forks of Snake river, and came down to have another 
spree. 

InU 77. — Were not Captain Wyeth's men still employed 
in completing the improvements within and about the fort ? 
6 
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Ans, — No, sir ; it was extremely cold then ; snow two feet 
deep, and they laid in winter quarters. 

Int 78. — Had not a large amount of work been done since 
you were there in the fall ? 

Arts, — I think there were some houses put inside of the 
fort — no great amount of work done — and the bastions fixed, 
I think. 

Int 79. — Do you believe that it would be possible to build 
that fort, and make all the improvements, within and around 
it, counting the cost of transportation of men, the necessary 
tools, provisions, and other expenses, for $1,000 ? 

Arts, — Yes, sir ; provisions would cost but very little, at 
that time, in that country. 

InL 80. — What was the cost of transportation, per pound, 
from Vancouver to Fort Hall? 

Ans, — I do not know, sir; I don't know what they charged; 
they transported nothing but their goods and men ; they didn't 
transport the adobes, they made them there. 

Int 81. — Were the Indians there, and about there, at that 
time, hostile or friendly ? 
1^ Ans. — They were friendly. 

hit 82. — How was lumber obtained; where, and how far 
was it transported ? 

JLws.— -Lumber was obtained by whip-sawing by two 
men; transported about a mile, or a mile and a half from 
the fort. 

Int 83. — In fixing the cost you have named, is it a mere 
guess — or have you estimated, in detail, the difierent items 
of expense necessarily incurred ? 

Ans. — I have not estimated it in detail, exactly; I have 
studied a good deal about it; when men were hired for 
nineteen pound sterling per year, they could put up the fort 
for $1,000. 

InU 84. — What wages did Captain Wyeth's American 
laborers gaX ? 

Ans. — I think they were to get $250 for fifteen months; 
these were men that were hired in St. Louis, and came out — 
[they] were not hired in the mountains. 
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Int. 85. — How much did he pay his hunters, employed at 
the fort? 

Ans. — I don't remember ; hunters were generally paid a 
big price, about $1,000 or $1,200 a year ; according to how 
much rum they drank, whether they got $1,000 or $1,200 a 
year; they would generally give a man who spent his money 
a much larger price, than to those who did not. 

Int. 86. — How much of the cost price did you fix for the 
labor done? 

Ans. — ^I don't know that I fixed any particular cost price 
for labor. 

InL 87. — "What part then of the $1,000 would be required 
for the wages of the men employed ? 

Ans. — I don't know, sir ; some $6 [? 60] or $100, perhaps. 

InL 88. — What part would be required to pay for their 
transportation from the east, or from Vancouver to Fort 
Hall? 

Ans. — ^I don't know, sir. 

Int. 89. — Must it not have cost at least $50 dollars a man, 
to transport these men to Fort Hall, and to pay the expenses 
of their journey ? 

Ans, — Those men were hired at St. Louis, by the Com- 
pany, and came out with a large pack train, loaded with 
goods, some 200 mules, and came on to Fort Hall and built 
it, or had it built. I don't know what it cost, I never trans- 
ported men. 

Int. 90. — Did you ever build a fort, or pay for building 
one, or examine the account of expenditures for building 
one ? 

Ans. — N"o sir ; I never built a fort, nor examined the ac- 
count of expenditures for building one. 

Int. 91. — ^Do you know the cost of bringing Kanakas here 
from the Sandwich Islands, 30 years ago ? 

Ans. — I do not know, sir. 

Int. 92. — Do you know the cost of bringing men from 
England to the tDolumbia river, at tjiat time ? 

Ans. — I do not, sir. 

InU 93. — Or from Canada or the United States ? 
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Arts. — I do not, sir. 

Int. 94. — ^Was not Fort Hall a very important position, 
where the routes concentrated from all directions ? 

Arts. — It was a very important position after it fell into 
the hands of the Hudson^s Bay Company ; most all trappers 
resorted there, because they could get goods cheap for bea- 
ver, and good clothing. 

InL 95. — ^Did not the Company have large hunting and 
trapping parties, out in all directions, through that country, 
who made their headquarters at Fort Hall ? 

Arts. — There were a great many small parties out through 
that country, who made their headquarters at Fort Hall. 

Int 96. — Were they sent out by the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany, chiefly. 

Ans. — The Hudson's Bay Company supplied them, and I 
think they were bound to the Company for their furs. 

Int. 97. — Was not the trade with the Indians, at Fort Hall, 
very extensive and profitable, so long as you were in that 
country ? 

Ans. — No, sir ; I don't think it was worth but very little ; 
the trade with the free trappers was immense. 

Int. 98. — Was not Fort Hall a place of general resort for 
emigrants, when they began to come to Oregon and Cali- 
fornia? 

Ans, — I think it was, sir ; they generally passed Fort Hall. 

Int. 99. — ^Did not the position of that fort, in the Indian 
country, have the effect of protecting the emigrant route ? 

Ans. — I think it had, sir ; I suppose it was a great protec- 
tion to the emigrant route. 

Int. 100. — ^Was not the same true, of Forts Boise and 
Walla- Walla? 

Ans. — I don't think Fort Boise was of any consequence at 
all, except the name of the Hudson's Bay Company; that 
was a protection along there. The emigrants hardly ever 
came by Walla-Walla, but I presume it was a protection. 

Int. 101. — ^Was not the bottom land, near Fort Hall, cul- 
tivated by the Company, and did it not yield good crops ? 

Ans. — ^Not in my day there ; I never saw any good crop 
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raised, except a little patch of wheat, by McDonald; there 
might to have been four or five bushels. 

Int 102. — In what year was that? 

Am, — ^It must have been in 1838 or 1839. 

Int 103. — How long were you at Fort Boise, in 1840 ? 

Arts. — ^I was there, perhaps, five days. 

InL 104. — ^Did you so particularly examine its condition 
and improvements, as to be able to describe them now ? 

Ans. — I think not, sir ; I remember looking at the fort and 
admiring it; it was finished off much nicer than Fort Hall; 
it was made of beautiful adobes — much better than Fort Hall. 

Int. 105. — WYih was in charge of Fort Bois^ at that time ? 

Arts. — Mr. Payette. 

Int. 106. — In fixing its value at $1,000, have you any more 
definite basis, than in the ease of Fort Hall ! 

Arts. — ^No, sir; none. 

Int. 107. — In your judgment, would not the emigrants, in 
all probability, have had trouble with the Snake Indians at 
Boise, but for the fact that the Company had a fort there ? 

Ans. — They might have had trouble there; it was a 
troublesome country along there for emigrants. 

Int. 108. — Were not the families of the Company's men 
furnished with rations at Fort Boise and Fort Hall, and was 
it not necessary to make their position comfortable and 
agreeable, to keep them in service, at these posts, when it 
was so easy for men to take farms in Oregon ? 

Ans. — ^It appears to me that they got rations at times; at 
times, I know they did; them forts was kept up then, the 
time I am speaking of now, to be sold to the Government, 
and not for the protection of emigrants, or for Indian trade. 

Int. 109. — To what time do you refer; what year? 

Ans. — I refer to the time the emigration was coming pretty 
tliick, along about 1844 or 1845 ; the beaver trade was about 
done in those days. 

Int. 110. — How do you know such to be the object of the 
Company ? 

Ans. — I heard it spoken of here by members of the Com- 
pany. 
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Ini 111.— Where? 

^m. — At Oregon city. I remember of hearing it spoken 
of often by Mr. Ermatinger. 

InL 112. — At that time, had the treaty been made be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain ? 

Ans. — No, sir. 

Int. 113. — What government did they suppose would buy 
Fort Hall and Fort Bois^, before the treaty was made ? 

Ans. — They expected a treaty would be made, and that 
Fort Hall and everj^thing south of the Columbia, would fall 
into the hands of the American Government. 

Int. 114. — What caused the beaver trade to cease, at the 
time you mention, at these posts. 

Ans. — The beaver trade had been on the decrease for a 
longtime; the beaver were scarce, and the free trappers 
could not live, and had to leave the country. 

Int. 115. — In fixing your estimate of the value of the fort 
and improvements at Walla-Walla, is it based upon anything 
more detailed or definite, than in regard to Forts Boise and 
Hall? 

Ans. — ^No, sir; none. 

Int. 116. — Can you describe or specify the buildings at 
Walla-Walla, in 1848 ? 

Ans. — I thought the buildings were tolerably good in 1848 
when I was there ; [there] was an adobe fort, which was new 
to me ; I can't specify or describe the number of buildings. 

Int. 117. — Can you tell the number of buildings at Fort 
Vancouver in 1840, and so on to 1846 ? 

Ans. — No, sir, I cannot ; I might tell what was inside the 
pickets ; there were two large warehouses at the west gate, 
and the magazine, a small building, the " de pense," [Fr. 
defense;] the store, a large building; then the granary; then 
the big house — they called it " tie-house ;" [ty-ee, i. e. chiefs 
house ;] then bachelor's hall, and a row of buildings, with 
six or seven doors, separate tenements, under one roof; then 
the Indian store, and the bastions, and the clerk's office; the 
school house, or priest's house ; that is about all I remember. 
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Int. 118. — You stated yesterday, that one of these large 
stores, 100 by 40 feet, could be put up for £100 sterling ; 
state whether the shingles, nails, and shingling of such a 
a building, must not have cost nearly that amount ? 

Arts. — ^I ao not know what the price of nails was at that 
time, nor shingles. I thought I stated yesterday, that where 
men were hired for £17 per year, that I thought such a build- 
ing would only cost £100 sterling. 

Int. 119. — How much of that £100 would go for the labor, 
and how much for material? 

Ans. — I never made any estimate, sir. 

Int 120. — ^Do you suppose that such men as the Company 
hired for £17 per year, would be employed to shingle a store, 
or warehouse ? 

Ans. — ^I suppose there were plenty of them employed at 
it that were hired from £17 to £24 per year. 

Int. 121. — Can you tell how many thousand shingles would 
be used on such a building ? 

Ans. — ^I never made any calculation of it ; I should judge 
about 60,000 eighteen inch shingles. 

Int 122. — What was the price of shingles in Oregon, at 
Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I do not know at that time. 

Int. 123.— At any time since 1840 ? 

Ans. — ^I do not know at any time, at Vancouver; in Port- 
land, they have been $2.50 to $3.00. 

Int. 124. — How many pounds of nails would be required 
to lay 1,000 shingles ? 

Ans. — ^I do not know ; having never shingled any. 

Int. 125. — How many stories high are these warehouses ? 

Ans. — 1 always thought they were two stories ; they have 
two floors. 

Int. 126. — Can you make any more definite estimate of 
the cost of any of the other buildings, in and around Fort 
Vancouver ? 

Ans. — 'No, sir; I cannot. 

Int. 127. — ^In the palmy days, as you term them, of the 
Company, did it not have undisturbed possession of the land 
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claimed by it, from a point five miles above Vancouver, to 
the Cathlapootl, and running back some miles? 

Ans. — ^They had undisturbed possession of all that coun- 
try north of the Columbia river. 

Int 128. — Was it not in actual occupation of the land de- 
scribed, using portions of it for farms, and other portions 
for the pasturage of herds of cattle, bands of horses, and 
flocks of sheep ? 

Ans. — They were in possession of some of that land ; they 
had farms, houses, cattle, horses, and sheep scattered around. 

Int. 129. — ^Were they not in actual occupation of the land 
described ? 

Ans. — They were in actual occupation of part of it. 

Int. 13D. — Of how great a part of it ? 

Ans. — I don't know how great a part of it, but a consider- 
able amount of land. 

Int. 131. — Did they not keep employed a large number of 
herders, farmers, shepherds, and others to take care of their 
stock, cultivate the farms, and carry on the agricultural 
operations ? 

^ns.'—YeSy sir ; they had a large number of men living 
there in them days. 

Int. 132. — Were there not large quantities of provisions, 
vegetables, wheat, &c., raised annually for stock and for 
shipments ? 

Ans. — There were great quantities raised of potatoes, 
wheat, vegetables, and other things; what they did with 
them I don't know ; the wheat, I believe, they shipped to 
Sitka. 

. Int. 133. — Was not the Company's trade extensive with 
Sitka and the Sandwich Islands and California, in the pro- 
ductions of Oregon, such as lumber, wheat, beef, pork, flour, 
and salmon? 

^7^._-The trade of the Company must have been very 
extensive ; they did nearly all the business on this coast. 
They shipped large quantities of wheat and butter to Sitka ; 
what fhey shipped to California and Sandwich Islands I don't 
know^ 
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Int. 134. — ^Do you know how many ships arrived annually 
from England ? 

Ans, — I do not know — one or two ; I think two arrived in 
1841, the Cowlitz and Columbia. 

Irvt. 135. — ^Was not the Company in the habit of furnish- 
ing provisions for its interior and northern posts, in large 
amounts, from what was raised near Vancouver ? 

Ans. — ^I don't know what they furnished the northern 
posts; in the interior, Fort Hall, and there, I think not. 

Int, 136. — Where did the interior posts get their supplies 
of this sort ? 

Ans. — It was furnished to them by the hunter. 

IrU, 137. — ^Do you mean to say that at Forts Boise and 
Walla- Walla and Okanagan the Company's officers and men 
were supplied by hunters ? 

Ans, — ^No, sir ; I do not. When I speak of the hunters, it 
is at the interior forts — ^Fort Hall. 

Int, 138. — ^When did American settlers begin to occupy 
the lands claimed by the Company at Vancouver, and along 
the river, as heretofore described ? 

Am.— I think the fall of 1845 and 1846. 

Int. 139. — From that time, were not the business and the 
profits of the Company, in their agricultural view, greatly 
diminished? 

An9. — The Company's business, in their agricultural pur- 
suits, appeared to be on the decline ; but I don't think it 
was caused by the settlers. 

Int. 140. — Did not the occupation of their farms and pas- 
tures by the settlers necessarily reduce their business ? 

Ans. — I think it would ; and a man like me — an outsider — 
would not discover it, likely. 

Int. 141. — Do you not know that in 1846 the Company 
raised large crops of wheat, peas, oats, barley, and potatoes ? 

Ans. — I think in 1846 they had very large crops at Van 
couver. 

Int. 142. — Were you not frequently at Vancouver, in that 
year, while the British ship " Modeste " was there ? 
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Am. — ^Tes, sir; I was there very often; sometimes re- 
mained eight or ten days at a time. 

Int. 143. — Do you not believe that, if the Company, with 
its means of carrying on business, its facilities for trade, and 
other advantages such as those mentioned, had been pro- 
tected in the use of the lands claimed by them near Van- 
couver, they would have made very large profits between 
the years 1840 and 1860 — especially in view of the rapid 
settlement of the Pacific coast, stimulated by the discovery 
of gold? 

•^w«. — If they had full control of that country, as they had 
In 1840, they certainly would have made very large profits 
on their trade. 

Int. 144. — Can you say how much land, from 1853 to 1860, 
remained in the Company's possession at Vancouver ? 

^ns. — I cannot say, sir ; I think it was a small quantity. 

Int. 145. — Were not all the farms in the vicinity, formerly 
occupied by them, at that time in the possession of settlers 
claiming them under the donation law ? 

Ans. — I think they were ; but most of those settlers were 
old servants of the Hudson's Bay Company. 

Int. 146. — Give the names of those old servants mentioned, 
as far as you can ? 

^ns. — I don't remember their names; some lived on the 
Fourth Plain, some lived on the Mill Plain, and some below 
Vancouver. 

Int. 147. — Were there more than five or six of these out ot 
about thirty who occupied that land in 1853 ? 

An^. — ^I don't know how many were on the land in 1853 ; 
there were several settlers there — ^I don't know how many ot 
the old servants among them. 

Int. 148. — Do you know whether the most important and 
valuable claims near the fort were not taken by American 
citizens ? 

Ans. — I think some of the claims were taken by American 
citizens. 

Int. 149. — How many men were employed at the grist and 
saw-mills of the Company ? 
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Ans — I do not know ; there were a good many men about 
the saw-mill. 

Int 150. — Did not the Company manufacture large amounts 
of lumber, as well for the use of the country as for export? 

Ans. — There was quite a large amount of lumber manu- 
factured there ; I don't know what they did with it. 

Int 151. — ^Was not Fort Vancouver renewed in 1843 and 
the succeeding years, and kept in good repair? 

An8. — ^I think it was, sir; that is, the fort. 

Int. 152. — Were not the farms well stocked in 1846, and 
did not the Company provide large quantities of turnips, 
hay, and other provender, for winter feed ? 

Ans. — I think the farms were well stocked in 1846, and 
the Company provided large quanties for winter; I thought 
it was on account of the prospect of war between the two 
governments. 

Int. 153. — Is there, along the Columbia river, on either 
side, from its mouth to the Cascades, any such body of farm- 
ing and pasture land, as that between the Mill Plain and 
the Cathlapootl, claimed by the Company, and in their 
occupation ? 

Ans. — No, sir; that is the most beautiful spot in the 
distance named. 

Int. 154. — Do you know of any pasturage in Oregon to 
compare with it, considering quality, variety, extent, and 
convenience ? 

Ans. — No, sir; I think it is the most convenient and best 
pasturage that I know west of the Cascade range. 

hit. 155. — Do you not know that many of the Company's 
cattle were driven away, or killed from the Company's farms 
at Vancouver and Sauvie's Island, by the early settlers? 

Ans. — ^I do not know, sir; I think not; I don't think the 
early settlers stole many cattle. 

hit. 156. — Do you know anything about the late settlers 
in that respect? 

Ans. — ^I do not know, sir. 

Int. 157. — ^Do you not know that it used to be the fashion 
to sell the Company's beef, calling it elk ? 
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Am. — No, sir; I never saw any beef sold, called elk. 

Int. 158. — So far as you know, has not the influence of the 
Company and its officers, been favorable to the preservation 
of peace and good order, and the maintenance of law ? 

Ans. — ^Yes, sir ; it always has. 

Int. 159. — ^While marshal of the United States for Oregon, 
from 1849 to 1853, where did you find rooms for the courts 
at Vancouver? 

Ana. — I found rooms in Fort Vancouver; I got them from 
the chief factor in charge. 

Int 160. — Was their use furnished gratuitously ? 

Ana. — I have no vouchers for money paid by me for the 
Use of those rooms, no charge having been made for their use. 

Int. 161. — ^Did not Mr. Ogden, chief factor, tell you that 
you were welcome to use them whenever you wanted them ? 

Ana. — ^Tes, sir; Mr. Ogden was very clever in that respect. 

Int. 162.— In your oflScial life, state whether you found 
any residents of Oregon, more prompt and willing to assist 
you when necessary, than the oflSicers of the Company ? 

Ana, — 'So, sir; I never found any that was more prompt 
than the ofliicers of (he Hudson's Bay Company ? 

Int. 163. — State whether the overflow of the Columbia 
bottoms, in the summer, does not leave the bottom lands as 
valuable for cultivation and pasturage as any other? 

Ana. — About the first of June, when the water falls, it be- 
comes fine pasturage; as to cultivation, the water falls too 
late to raise a crop of any great amount. 

Int. 164. — Do you not know that some of the best potatoes, 
cabbage, field turnips, and other vegetables, are raised on 
that overflowed land ? 

Ana. — I know that some fine potatoes and cabbage is raised 
on it. 

Int. 165. — ^Do you know that the Company annually sent 
large trapping parties from Vancouver into southern Oregon 
and California ? 

Ana. — ^Tes, sir ; in 1840, and along there, they sent large 
parties south. 

Int 166. — Was not Fort Walla- Walla of great importance 
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to the Company, as a depot and landing place for the Snake 
country and Colvile posts and Okanagan, as well as obtain- 
ing horses for the use of its brigades ? 

Ans. — Fort Walla-Walla was the distributing post for all 
that upper country, and therefore must have been of great 
importance. 

Direct examination resulted by W. C. Johnson^ Esq. 

Int. 1. — About what time did the Hudson's Bay Company 
cease sending trapping parties to southern Oregon and into 
California ? 
Ans. — I do not remember; it must have been in 1846-47. 

Int. 2. — What reason did the Cayuses give for taking 
possession of Walla* Walla, when Mr. McKinlay was in 
charge ? 

Ans. — I think it was on account of the tariiF being too 
high, as they thought. 

Int. 3. — Were the earliest settlers at Baker's Bay, north 
of the Columbia river, Americans or old Hudson's Bay 
men ? (Objected to as immaterial.) 

Ans. — I think they were old Hudson's Bay men. 

Int. 4. — How many settlers, in 1840 and 1841, were able 
to get seed wheat of the Company ? 

.Ans. — I do not know; most any man could get seed 
wheat that showed a disposition to make a farm and raise 
wheat. 

Int. 5. — What condition, if any, did the Company seek to 
impose upon those receiving seed wheat ? 

Ans. — They impose the condition that they would pay it 
back again. 

Int. 6. — Do you know of any farmer who was refused seed 
grain by them? If so, state who it was. (Objected to as 
immaterial.) 

Ans. — I know some that were refused seed grain; Mr. 
George Davis, Joseph L. Meek, I think though there were 
several others. 

Int. 7. — State whether j^ou and these other men took 
claims, and wanted to make a start at farming, or not. 
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Arts. — Those other men — some of them — ^took claims, and 
I took a claim ; it is hard to tell what my object was when 
I took a claim. 

Int. 8. — Of the company of men first settling on the Tu- 
alitin plains, who were furnished with seed grain, so far as 
you know. (Objected to as before.) 

Ans. — Mr. Doty, Mr. Walker, and Mr. Newell. 

Int, 9. — Were they more respectable, or more worthy of 
credit than those who were refused ? (Objected to as before, 
and because it is leading.) 

Alls. — I presume the Company thought so. 
. Int. 10. — State what you think about it. (Objected to as 
before.) 

Ans. — So far as I myself was concerned, I thought I was 
as worthy as any man that lived ; the other men were very 
worthy men, as I thought. 

Int. 11. — Who were furnished with cattle by the Company, 
as far as you know ? 

Ans, — Mr. Walker, Mr. Doty, Mr. Griffin, Mr. Williams, 
and Mr. Kelsey. 

Int. 12. — Were the cattle sold, or simply loaned? (Ob- 
jected to, because it is a repetition of the examination in 
chief) 

Ans. — I think they were loaned. 

Int. 13. — Was it not generally understood among the 
American trappers, that the Hudson's Bay Company got a 
very large quantity of Jedediah Smith's furs, for which he 
and they failed to account to the Company to which they 
belonged? (Objected to, because it is leading and imma- 
terial and hearsay.) 

Ans. — It used to be said so amongst the trappers in the 
mountains. 

Int. 14. — If you remember, state the quantity which was 
■ thus reported ? (Objected to as before.) 

Ans. — ^It was always reported as about forty packs. 

Int. 15. — Give an estimate of the value of forty packs of 
beaver at that time. 

Ans. — ^Forty packs of beaver at that time, in the moun- 
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tains, was worth about $20,000; I don't know what they 
would be worth at Vancouver. 

Int. 16. — State whether the dispute about this matter was 
the cause of the dissolution of the firm of Smith, Jackson, 
and Sublette, to which you refer in your cross-examination. 
(Objected to as leading, immaterial, and incompetent, unless 
the witnesses means of knowledge are stated.) 

An%. — I do not know; that was the report among moun- 
tain men. 

Int. 17. — Was there much or little lumber used in the 
building of Fort Hall? 

Ans.—ThevQ was very little lumber about Fort Hall. 

Int. 18. — When families of trappers or servants were fur- 
nished rations, at the Hudson's Bay posts, do you know 
whether these trappers or servants were charged for them 
or not ? 

Ans. — ^No, sir ; they never were charged for them. 

Questions by Mr. Holbrooke Counsel for the Hudson's Bay 

Company. 

Int. 1. — What character did Jedediah Smith bear ? 

Ans. — He bore a very high reputation for truth and veracity, 
and a gentleman. 

Int. 2. — ^From what you know of his reputation, do you 
believe he was capable of conspiring with Dr. McLoughlin 
to defraud his partners ? 

Ans. — I think he was a man of too great a reputation to 
be guilty of any act of the kind. 

Int. 3. — How long did you know Dr. John McLoughlin, 
and what was his reputation for truth and honesty during 
that time ? 

Ans. — I got acquainted with John McLoughlin in the win- 
ter of 1840; I knew hini from that time until he died; he 
was a high-toned gentleman ; for truth and veracity he could 
not be beat. 

Int. 4. — ^From what you know of the character and hon- 
esty of Dr. McLoughlin, do you believe that he was capable 
of conspiring with Jedediah Smith for the purpose of 



96 

defrauding his, Smith's, partners, or to make money for the 
Hudson's Bay Company ? 

Ans. — I have no idea that the Doctor was ever capable of 
any such business. 

Ini, 5. — Can you name some of the earliest settlers of Ba- 
ker's Bay? 

Ans. — ^I cannot. 

Int. 6. — Were not McCarty, sometimes called Brandy- 
wine, and Edwards, among the first settlers there? 

Ans. — I think they were ; Brandywine, I know was.*^ 

Int. 7. — Were either of these old Hudson's Bay men ? 

Ans. — I think not, sir; no. 

Int. 8. — Were not the early settlers at Baker's Bay, men 
who went there for the purpose of becoming bar and river 
pilots ?" 

Ans. — I do not know, sir. 

Int. 9. — When you and others were refused wheat by Doc- 
tor McLoughlin, did he not say that he was willing to furn- 
ish it to any who were farmers, but was unwilling to sell it 
for other purpose ? 

Ans. — I think he did ; I think he said he was willing to 
furnish' it for seed to farmers. 

Int. 10. — At that time, had you done any farming in Ore- 
gon ? 

An%. — IN'one. 

Int. 11. — Did you not, afterwards, obtain at Vancouver 
such things as you wanted to carry on your farm ? 

An^. — ^Yes, sir. 

Int. 12. — ^Do you not know that many of the settlers who 
borrowed cattle from the Company, never returned them, or 
paid the Company for them ? 

Ans. — I know some men borrowed cattle there and never 
returned them. 

Int. 13. — Were not some of these the persons mentioned 
by you in your previous testimony ? 

Ans. — ^Yes, sir; Mr. Williams was one that I know of; 
Mr. Griffin never returned his, I think. 

Int. 14. — Are you acquainted with Archibald McKinlay 
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and Thomas Lowe ? If so, state their standing in commu- 
nity, and your opinion of their fitness to estimate the value, 
of property ? 

Ans. — I am very well acquainted with Archibald McKin- 
lay, and some acquainted with Mr. Lowe. I think they were 
in high standing in community — Mr. McKinlay I know was. 
I think that Mr. McKinlay was a very fit man to estimate the 
value of property. Mr. Lowe I don't know so well about ; 
I am not so well acquainted with him. 

Questions h}j W. C. Johnson, Esq., 

Int. 1. — What would you think of the judgment of a 
man who would say that it was worth $100,000 to build Fort 
Walla-Walla, in 1842 and 1843? 

Ans. — I should say that he had very extensive ideas ; his 
ideas would differ from mine about $95,000. 

August 2, A. D. 1866. 

Joseph L. Meek. 



Testimony of W. F. Tolmie. 
W. F. Tolmie being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies 
as follows : 

Ini, 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation, and 
of what country you are a citizen ? 

Ans. — My age, fifty-four; residence, Vancouver Island; 
business, that of merchant and farmer; I am a native of 
Scotland, and a subject of Great Britain. 

Int, 2. — Are you now, and have you been in the service of 
the Hudson's Bay Company, west of the Rocky Mountains ? 
If so, state how long you have thus served, in what capacities, 
and what is your present rank. 

Ans. — I have served the IIudson'sBay Company for more 
than thirty-tl^ree years, as surgeon, clerk, chief trader, and 
chief factor; my present rank is that of chief factor. 

Int. 3. — Under whose direction, at this tim'e, is the busi- 
7 
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ness of the Hudson's Bay Company west of the Rocky 
Mountains ? 

Ans. — It is under the direction of a board of managers, 
consisting of three persons, viz : chief factors McTavish, 
Tolmie, and Finlayson. 

Int. 4. — Are you acquainted with the history and condi- 
tion of the various posts of the Hudson's Bay Company 
named in their memorial, in this case, either of your own 
knowledge, or the reports and statements of the officers and 
employes of the Company ? 

Ans. — ^Either of my own knowledge, or by report, I know 
more or less about all of them. 

I7it. 5. — Is the post at Flat-Heads now occupied by the 
Company ; I mean the one described in the memorial ? 

Ans. — 'The Company have a post in the Flat-Head coun- 
try ; I do not know whether it is the same or not ; they have 
done business in that country since 1846, until the present 
time. 

Ini. 6. — Is the post in the Flat-Head country at present 
occupied by the Company, north or south of the 49th paral- 
lel of north latitude? State all you know from the reports 
of those under your direction. 

A71S. — It is south of the line. 

Int. 7. — Is the post at Kootenay now occupied by the Com- 
pany? 

Ans. — The post south of the line, I believe, is not occu- 
pied, though I do not mean to say that it is abandoned, as 
the Company have a post in Kootenay, north of the line, 
lear to, or in the gold mining region ; they probably have 
..n Indian chief in charge of the old post. 

Int 8. — How long since the post south of the line was oc- 
cupied by the Company ? 

Ans. — I think it was occupied in 1863, and perhaps in 1864. 

Int. 9. — Wlio w^as in charge at that time ? 

Ans. — A Mr. Linklater. 

Int. 10. — How far from the old post, is the new one you 
speak of, north of the line? 

Ans. — ^I cannot say. 
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Int, 11. — Are you positive that the old post has been occu- 
pied since 1860 ? 

Ans. — I am rather inclined to think that it was occupied in 
1864, and that the new post was established that year, near 
or in the mines. 

Int 12. — Is the post at Okanagan now occupied by the 
Company ? 

Arts. — There may be an Indian chief in charge; I know 
that there was, and I don't know that he has been dismissed. 

Int 18. — How long since the Company had a white person 
at the Fort. 

Ans. — I think in 1861 or 1862, they had a white person 
there. 

Int 14. — Is Fort Hall now occupied by the Company? 

Ans. — No. 

Int 15. — When was it abandoned? 

Jns.—l think in 1856, if not 1855. 

Int 16. — ^What occasioned its abandonment? 

Ans, — The Indian war of 1855 and 1856 — the introduction 
of ammunition was forbidden by the Government ; it was a 
necessary of life to the people of the post, who depended 
mainly on hunting for their subsistence. 

Int 17. — Was it occasioned by any hostility of the Indians 
towards the Hudson's Bay people at the post ? 

Ans. — Not that 1 know of. 

Int 18. — Was any eftbrt made by the Company, after the 
close of the Indian war of 1856, to repossess themselves of 
this post ? 

Ans. — ^Not that I know of. 

Int 19. — Have you any knowledge from any source, as to 
whether Fort Hall remains ? 

Ans,—1 have no knowledo;e. 

Int 20. — Is Fort Bois6 now occupied by the Company ? 

Ans. — No. 

Int 21. — When was it abandoned, and what was the 
cause ? 

Ans. — It was abandoned, I have learned, in 1856, because 
the Snake Indians became hostile, after observing the inti- 
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macy existing between the Hudson's Bay people at Boisd, 
and the United States soldiers stationed there. 

Int. 22. — After the close of the Indian war, was any effort 
made by the Company to regain this post ? 
Arts, — Not that I know of. 

Lit 23. — Is the post at Walla- Walla occupied by the Com- 
pany? 
Ans. — No. 

Int, 24. — ^When, and for what cause was it abandoned ? 
Ans, — It was' abandoned in the winter of 1855-56, during 
the Indian war, as I have learned, in consequence of a written 
order of Indian agent, Nathan Olney. 

Int. 25. — After the close of the Indian war, was any effort 
made by the Company to regain this post? 
Ans. — I think not. 

Int. 26. — Is the post at Umpqua now occupied by the Com- 
pany ? 

Ans. — It is not. 

Int. 27. — "When was it abandoned, and for what cause? 
Ans. — The Indian war of 1852 or 1853 damaged business 
very much ; I think in that year, the officer in charge, a Mr. 
King, refused to return to the post; in 1853 it was leased to 
Colonel W. W. Chapman. 

Int. 28. — Since Colonel Chapman left the post, has it been 
occupied at all, under the authority of the Company? 

An^. — No; it has been occupied as a donation claim by 
American citizens, as I have understood. 

Int. 29. — Is the fishing post at Chinook, or Pillar Rock, 
occupied by the Company ? 
Ans. — No. 

InL 30. — When, and for what cause did they cease to use 
this station ? 

Ans. — ^I cannot say. 

Int. 31. — ^How many years have you known it to be unused 
by the Company ? 

Ans. — It may have been used up until 1860, for all Iknow\ 
InL 32. — Is the»post at the mouth of the Cowlitz river now 
used by the Company ? 
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Arts. — 1^0. 

Int. 33. — At what time did the Compauy cease to use that 
post? 

^718. — In 1857 or 1858, to the best of my recollection. 

Int. 34. — Is the post now used by the Company, in the 
Flat-Head country, the same as was used by them in 1846 ? 

Ans. — I do not know. 

(Witness desires to correct his answer to Interrogatory 
1^0. 16, so that it shall read as follows: The Indian war of 
1855-56. The introduction of ammunition into the Snake 
country had been forbidden by government; ammunition 
was absolutely needed at Fort Hall for defense, for trade, 
and to a certain extent, for the subsistence of the people at 
the fort, who depended, though not so much so as in earlier 
days, on the productions of the chase for food.) 

Oi^oss-examination hy A: Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1. — State whether during the wars of 1855 or 1856 
the navigation of the Columbia river was interrupted by In- 
dian hostilities? 

Ans. — It was. 

Int. 2. — Was it possible, during that period, for the Com- 
pany to maintain correspondence between Vancouver and 
the posts east of the Cascade mountains ? 

Ans. — It was not ; two of the express men were killed, in 
coming from Fort Hall to Walla-Walla. 

Int. 3. — Was not Mr. James Sinclair, who had been in 
charge of Walla- Walla, murdered by the Indians, at the Cas- 
cades, while on his way to Walla- Walla from Vancouver, for 
the purpose of endeavoring to receive the property abandoned 
by order of Mr. Olney. 

Ans. — He was. 

Int. 4. — Was If athan Olney an Indian agent of the United 
States government ? 

Ans. — So I have understood. 

Int. 5. — State whether a letter, of which the following is a 
copy, to wit : 



102 

" Walla-Walla, October 13, 1865. 
" To James E. Sinclair, Esq. 

" Dear Sir : Judging from the present appearances, I am 
induced to believe that a war with the tribes of Indians in 
your immediate vicinity is unavoidable ; if such an unfortu- 
nate event should occur, your crew and the lives of your 
family, and of those in your employ, must necessarily be sac- 
rificed, unless you remove beyond the reach of danger. 
I, therefore, as Indian agent, order you, with your family 
and hands, to leave the country without delay, and proceed 
to the Dalles, or lower down the river, as your convenience 
may require. 

" Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

"N'athan Olney, Indian Agent'^ 
was not delivered to the Company by Mr. Sinclair, as the 
cause of his abandoning Walla- Walla, and the Company's 
property therein, in 1856? (Objected to, because the origi- 
nal letter is not produced, and no reason given why it is not 
done; such original is now demanded by counsel for the 
United States.) 

Ans. — I have understood that Mr. Nathan Olney wrote a 
letter to Mr. Sinclair, directing him to abandon Walla-Walla; 
I was informed of this by letter from Mr. McTavish at the 
time. The letter read, is, I believe, a copy of Mr. Olney's 
said letter. 

Int. 6. — Do you know where the original letter is at this 
time? 

Ans. — I thint it is in the posession of Mr. McTavish, who 
is now in Washington. 

Int. 7. — Why did not the Company resume possession of 
Fort Walla-Walla after the w^ar ? 

An8. — The country was in a very disturbed state after the 
war ; the value of Walla-Walla was greatly diminished as a 
distributing point, and as a place for the purchase of horses. 
Forts Hall and Boise could not be reached, owing to the hos- 
tile condition of the Snake Indians. Neither of these posts, 
nor Walla- Walla, Okanagan, and Colvile, could be thoroughly 
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^ outfitted, owing to the existence of an order from General 
Clarke, prohibiting the introduction or sale at any of the in- 
terior posts of ammunition, which is essentially necessary in 
Indian trade ; moreover, the Company's post at Walla-Walla 
was occupied by United States troops, long after 1856, and 
when abandoned by them, it was taken as a donation claim 
by an American citizen named VanSyckle. I do not know 
that the prohibition issued by General Clarke regarding the 
introduction of ammunition into the interior has yet been 
rescinded. Another Indian war broke out in 1858. 

InL 8. — How long did the United States troops occupy 
Fort Walla- Walla, if you know? 

Arts. — I do not know the exact time. 

Int, 9. — Why was Fort Okanagan left in charge of an In- 
dian chief only, without any white manager or agent of the 
Company ? 

Ans. — Okanagan was, in former times, a place of great 
importance, as one in the chain of the Company's posts, on 
the Columbia river. The supplies of goods and provisions 
from Vancouver, and the supplies of provisions from the 
Company's farms at Colvile, were forwarded from Okana- 
gan, by pack trains, to the northern posts. After the dis- 
turbance to their business, on the Columbia river, ensuing 
during, and after the Cayuse war of 1847-18, the Company 
were obliged, at great outlay, to open roads through lofty 
and rugged pine-clad mountains, to the navigable waters of 
the Lower Frazer, and to supply their posts north of 49°, by 
that route thereafter; whereupon Okanagan became merely 
a fur trading post, which could be attended to by an Indian. 
A new post, to supercede Okanagan as an establishment for 
farming, and for the recruiting of pack trains, etc., was 
formed at Similkameen, a few miles north of the line, 
about the time that an Indian chief was placed in charge of 
Okanagan. 

InL 10. — Why, if you know, was no effort made by the 
Company to resume possession of Fort Hall, after its aban- 
donment, on account of Indian difiicultics? 

Ans. — ^^These difficulties, as far as I know, have existed 



104 

more or less, ever since 1856. It would have been of no • 
use, either for trade with white trappers or Indians, to have 
occupied these posts, while the sale of ammunition was 
prohibited. 

Int. 11. — Do you know whether Governor Stevens pro- 
hibited trade with the Indians in Washington Territory; 
if so, when ? 

Arts. — He did, I think, in 1853. 

Int. 12. — State whether the same is true, as to the reoccu- 
pation of Fort Boise, as was stated in regard to Fort Hall ? 

Ans. — It is. 

Int. 13. — State, if you know, the present condition of the 
Indians, in the vicinity of Fort Boise ? 

Ans. — I learn that they are at war with the whites. 

Int. 14. — State, if you know, the reason why the Company 
did not resume possession of Fort Umpqua ? 

Ans. — There were several reasons. The Umpqua Indians 
were placed on a reservation, and were no longer free to 
hunt for furs, as formerly ; and since Mr. Chapman, to whom 
the place was leased, gave up the Company's post there, it 
has, as I am informed, been occupied as a donation claim by 
an American citizen. 

Int. 15. — Why did not the Company continue their posses- 
sion of the post, at the month of Cowlitz river ? 

Ans. — The warehouses at the entrance of the Cowlitz river, 
had been erected for storage of grain, produced on the Pu- 
get's Sound Agricultural Company's farm, at the Cowlitz; 
when these farms had been taken possession of by squatters, 
the warehouses were no longer of much use; one of them, 
if I remember right, was destroyed by the caving in of the 
bank; the other was sold by the Company's agent there, but 
without the Company's authority for this act, to a Mr. Hunt- 
ington, who claimed the land, under the donation act. 

Int. 16. — Why was the Kootenay post — ^I mean the new 
one — established north of the boundary line? 

Ans. — For the sake of the trade with the miners, and be- 
cause a trail to Kootenay, through British territory, had 
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been explored, and opened by the Hudson's Bay Company, 
and improved by the government of British Columbia. 

Int. 17. — When did you become one of the board of 
management? 

Am.— In 1857. 

hit. 18. — Since that time, have you resided at Vancouver? 

Ans. — ISo. 

Int. 19. — State whether the posts of the Company, east of 
the Cascades, were not under the supervision of the chief 
factor, resident at Vancouver? 

Ans. — They were more immediately under his supervision, 
but since the abandonment of Forts Walla- Walla, Boise, and 
Hall, the officers in charge at Colvile, under the direction 
from the board of management, supervised the interior posts 
still occupied. 

Int. 20. — State how far, or to what extent the interruption 
of the right of navigation of the Columbia, during the Indian 
difficulties of 1855, and subsequent years, affected the Com- 
pany, with reference to the maintenance and supply of their 
posts in the interior. 

Ans. — It entirely prevented the supply of Walla- Walla, 
Boise, and Hall, destroying the Company's interests at those 
places, and very seriously affected the Company's interests 
at Colvile, and the posts depending on it, north and south 
of the 49th parallel. 

Int. 21. — What measures were the Company compelled to 
adopt for lack of transportation by the river, especially as to 
their more northern posts? 

^ns. — They were obliged to explore roads from the head 
of navigation, on the lower part of Frazer's river, through 
rugged mountains, to Colvile, and to their northern posts, 
formerly supplied by way of the Columbia river and the 
Okanagan valley. In these operations, much risk was in- 
curred, and great loss of pack-horses sustained. 

Int. 22. — Is it safe for occupants of these interior posts to 
depend upon hunters alone for a supply of the means of sub- 
sistence? (Objected to as not pertinent cross-examination.) 

Ans. — It is not; and it has not been the Company's policy 
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to depend on hunters alone, at any of their posts west of the 
Rocky Mountains. (The foregoing answer objected to, be- 
cause the latter part is not responsive to the question, and 
because the subject-matter does not relate to the examina- 
tion in chief, which was strictly confined to the facts and 
causes of abandoning the posts referred to. The counsel for 
the United States protests against this witness being thus 
examined, unless made the witness of the Company, and 
subjected to cross-examination.) 

hit. 23. — Did not the fact, stated by you in your last 
answer, constitute one of the causes for leaving the posts 
mentioned by you, in your direct examination, during the 
Indian difficulties referred to ? 

Ans, — It did ; more especially in regard to Fort Hall. 

Questions by W. C, Johnson^ Esq, 

Int 1. — By what route was Colvile principally supplied 
during, and since the Cayuse war, in 1847-48 ? 

Ans, — Fo^ some time, principally supplied by the Colum- 
bia river; of late it has been supplied by Frazer's river, 
although goods of American manufacture have been sent in 
by way of the Columbia river. ISoi having resided on the 
Columbia river, since 1844, I cannot be particular as to the 
years. 

Int, 2. — Has not the country about Boise and Hall been 
occupied for several years past by American settlers and 
miners; if so, is it more safe for them, than for Hudson's 
Bay men, at their posts? 

Ans. — Fort Hall, I have understood, is occupied by Mor- 
mons, and the Boise country by American farmers and 
miners; the whole of that country was formerly occupied 
by the Snake Indians, who, I learn, from the public prints, 
are continually committing depredations on, and murdering 
the whites. It does not seem to me that the country is safe 
for American citizens, neither would it be for Hudson's Bay 
traders, unless well fortified in isolated posts. 

W. F. TOLMIE. 

Portland, August 3, 1866. 
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Testimony of M. P. Deadt. 
M. P. Deady being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

Int. 1. — Please state your age, residence, and profession ? 

Arts. — I am aged forty-two years; reside in Portland, 
Oregon; I am judge of the United States District Court for 
Oregon. 

Int, 2. — ^When did you come to Oregon, and at what dif- 
ferent places have you resided since that time? 

AriB. — I arrived in Oregon in the autumn of 1849 ; from 
thence on until the autumn of 1853 I resided at Lafayette, 
Yamhill county ; from thence forward until the autumn of 
1860, I resided near "Winchester, in the Umpqua Valley ; 
and since the last mentioned period, I have resided in 
Portland. During all the time up to the fall of 1860, 1 travel- 
led a great deal over the State, or so much of it as lies west 
of the Cascade Mountains. 

Int. 3. — What have been your opportunities durinpr all this 
period for acquiring a knowledge of the market value of 
agricultural lands at different parts of the State and the 
southern portion of Washington Territory? 

Ans. — I have been conversant with the prices of such 
lands during this time in the Willamette, Umpqua, and 
Rogue Eivervalleys,and upon the coast; but have known but 
little of the value north of the Columbia river. This knowl- 
edge is derived from information as to what such lands have 
been bought and sold for, from time to time, including some 
purchases and sales of my own. My knowledge of the value 
of lands lying in the vicinity of Vancouver is not based upon 
the knowledge of any actual sales in that vicinity, but is 
rather an inference from the prices and sales of land lying 
south of there, more or less remotely. 

Int 4. — Are you acquainted with the land claimed by the 
Hudson's Bay Company, in the Umpqua Valley? If so, 
state how much, in your judgment, it was worth per acre 
during the time you knew it. 

Ans. — I first visited the Umpqua Valley in the spring of 
1852; I first saw the place called Fort Umpqua, said to be 
in the occupancy of the Iludson's Bay Company, in the last 
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of July or Ist of August, 1853; from the summer of 1853 to 
the summer of 1860 I lived within twenty or thirty miles of 
Fort Umpqua, and passed it frequently during the year. Tak- 
ing 640 acres around the building, I think it would have sold 
during that period for one to four dollars per acre. The price 
of land in that locality fluctuated during that time with the 
business and commerce of the Umpqua river and the facilities 
thereby afforded for purchasing supples and exporting pro- 
duce. In the full of 1853 I purchased the possession — a squat- 
ter's right — of 640 acres of land near Winchester for $2,500. 
In the winter of 1860 and 1861 I sold the same on time for 
$3,000, after putting five thousand dollars' worth of improve- 
ments upon it. This farm was much more eligibly situated 
and more valuable than the land at Fort Umpqua for agri- 
cultural purposes. I conveyed the fee simple when I sold. 
I might mention that between those extremes, in 1854 or 1855, 
I purchased a quarter section or 160 acres of land in the 
Umpqua — being valuable more for the timber than agricul- 
ture — and give $500 for it. In the spring of 1859 I pur- 
chased a quarter section of very valuable agricultural land, 
tolerably well improved, and gave for it, I think, $800, $200 
of that amount being in cattle at high prices. 

InL 5. — Would the price you have named for the Com- 
pany's land at Fort Umpqua include or exclude the improve- 
ments? 

Jns, — My estimate was based upon the value of the land, 
not the improvements. 

Int. 6. — Taking the State of Oregon, generally, and the 
lands of Washington Territory lying contiguous thereto, 
along the Columbia, what would you say was the market 
value in 1863 of good agricultural lands, away from the im- 
mediate vicinity of towns ? (Objected to as immaterial and 
irrelevant.) 

Ans, — That question will only admit of a very general 
answer, and I will give you the best I can, which is from $2 
to $5 an acre. In 1862, such land, I think, was lower in 
value, so far as it was sold, than I have known it since. I have 
been in the country, and [it] did not commence to recover, I 
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think, until the latter part of 1864; since then it has been 
rising steadily in value, up to this summer, owing to the price 
of wheat. 

Int, 7. — Taking the tract of country ten miles in width, 
running from six miles above Vancouver, down to the Cath- 
lapootl river, what is it worth per acre, as an entire tract ? 

Ans. — Without reference to improvements or special uses 
as a town-site, I think it might be worth from %1 to $3 an 
acre. This opinion is not based upon a fiimiliar acquaintance 
with the tract of land, but only from observing it in passing up 
and down the river, except as to the immediate site of Vancou- 
ver, wath which I am personally and fomiliarly acquainted. 
Ird. 8.-^Are you acquainted with Jesse Applegate, J. S. 
Einearson, and J. C. Carson ? If so, state their standing in 
community, and what is their qaalitication for appraising 
property examined by them. 

Ans, — I know the gentlemen named ; Mr. Carson I have 
known a few years; he has a good reputation for integrity 
and common sense, so far as I know; he has been engaged, 
during those years, in running a sash and door factory, in 
Portland, and I suppose he would be a fair judge of tlic value 
of ordinary buildings and improvements upon a farm. I 
have no special knowledge in relation to his character or 
qualifications. I have known ilr. Rinearson for a period of 
fourteen or fifteen years, during which time, I believe, he has 
been engaged in farming, running a saw mill, and. as an 
ofiicer in the Oregon cavalry; I think he has a good reputa- 
tion for integrity, and I believe him to be a man of fair mind 
■ and judgment; I should think he would bo. a very compe- 
tent man to estimate the value of land and ordinary improve- 
ments upon it anywhere in Oregon or Washington Territory. 
I have known Mr. Applegate for upwards of fourteen years, 
during which time he has been engaged in farming; hois 
also a surveyor, and a builder or maker of all kinds of form 
buildings and houses ; he has the reputation of being a man 
of strict integrity, and, I think, deserves it; he is a man of 
sjood sense and judgment in such matters, has had a large 
and varied experience in the settlement and growth of this 
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country, and ought to be well qualified to estimate the value 
of lands and ordinary improvements anywhere in Oregon or 
Washington Territory, now, or as far back as 1843, at which 
time, I believe, he came to the country. 

Int. 9. — Were treaties made with the Indians of the Ump- 
qua Valley, and they removed to reservations before or after 
Colonel Chapman was placed in possession of Fort Umpqua ? 
(Objected to as leading, incompetent, and immaterial.) 

Ans, — Colonel Chapman went on to the Fort Umpqua place 
in the summer of 1853; at that time, no treaties had been 
made with the Indians of the Umpqua Valley, that I remem- 
ber, nor were they removed to any reservations. In Novem- 
ber, 1854, General Palmer made a treaty with the Umpqua 
Valley Indians, established a small reservation south of the 
Umpqua river, near the Coast Mountains, to which he re- 
moved, or attempted to remove the Indians of the Umpqua 
Valley, particularly the tribe called the Calapooias, but few 
of them remained on this reservation, and the Umpqua Val- 
ley Indians, for all practical purposes, remained at large 
until they were removed to the present Coast reservation, in 
the winter of 1855 and 1856. Sometime, I think, in the spring 
of 1855, General Palmer established a reservation at the 
mouth of the Umpqua river, and on the north side, where 
the Umpqua Indians called "the Fish Indians," or " Tide 
Water Indians'' were kept, until, I think, in the spring of 
1859, they were removed twenty miles north of the mouth of 
the Siuslaw. 

M. P. Deady. 

Portland, August 3, 1866. 



Testimony of J. Q. Tiioiinton. 

J, Q, Thornton^ being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies, 
as follows : 

InL 1. — State your age, residence, and profession. 

Ans. — My age is fifty-six; profession law; my residence, 
Benton county, Oregon ; I am also a farmer — have been con- 
ducting a farm fourteen years. 
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InL 2. — Were you acquainted with Dr. John McLoughlin, 
in his lifetime ? If so, state how many years you knew him. 

Ans. — I was; I became acquainted with him in February, 
1847, and was personally acquainted with him from that 
time until his death. 

InL 3. — State whether you ever lived at Oregon City, and 
for how^ many years ? 

Avs, — I resided in Oregon City from about the 6th — I 
think it was — day of February, 1847, until about 1st day of 
May, 1852. 

Tat 4. — ^During that time, did McLoughlin state anything 
to you as to the treatment of his superiors in the Hudson's 
Bay Company, growing out of his encouragement of the 
settlement of the country, and advancing supplies, on credit, 
to the early settlers of Oregon? If so, state fully what he 
said on that subject. (Objected to by counsel for the Hud- 
son's Bay Company, because it is hearsay, and not the best 
evidence, and, therefore, incompetent; and because it is im- 
material, Dr. McLoughlin not being, at the time, an officer 
of the Company.) 

Ans, — He did; I became the professional adviser of Dr. 
McLoughlhi,I think, about the 1st of November, 1849, and 
considered myself, and so far as I know, was considered by 
him as such, until the time of his death. He had frequent 
conversations with me, at various times, between the first 
and last periods mentioned, upon the subject embraced in 
the question. He stated that he had not encouraged the 
settlement of Oregon by American citizens, but that they 
arrived here, from time to time, without any agency on his 
part, many of them, and, probably, most of them, being in 
circumstances in which they must have suffered hunger, cold, 
and nakedness, had he not, while chief factor of the Hud- 
son's Bay Company, at Vancouver, furnished them supplies 
of food, clothing, implements, and seed for crops, upon a 
credit, they not having the means in either money or prop- 
erty to pay for the supplies thus furnished. That he could 
have wished that this had not been necessary, because he 
believed that there were those about him who strongly dis- 
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approved of the course he was pursuing in this respect, 
affirming that it would lead to the permanent settlement of 
the country by American citizens, and thus give the United 
States Government an element of title to the country the gov- 
ernrnent could not have, without such settlements ; and that 
those persons thus alluded to, as being dissatisfied, would 
report him to the Hudson's Bay Company's house, at Lon- 
don; that he ascertained finally that such complaints had 
been made, but that he still continued to furnish the sup- 
plies, because as a man of common humanity', he could not 
do otherwise; and he resolved that he would continue thus 
to do, and take whatever consequences might result from it; 
that the Company's managing and controlling officers, in 
London, did finally call him to an account for thus furnish- 
ing supplies as already stated, and for the reasons indicated; 
that he represented to them the circumstances under which 
he had furnished these supplies, alleging, that as a man of 
common humanity it was not possible for him to do other- 
wise than as he did ; that he foresaw, as clearly as they did, 
that it aided in the American settlement of the country, but 
that this he could not help, and it was not him, but for God 
and government to look after, and take care of the conse- 
quences. The Bible told him that if his enemy be hungry, 
he must feed him; if naked, he must clothe him; but that 
these settlers were not even enemies. That in thus finding 
fault with him, they quarrelled with him for doing what 
any one truly worthy th3 name of a man could not hesitate 
to do; and that he concluded by indignantly saying: "Gen- 
tlemen, I v^'ill serve you no longer." He also informed me 
that he had proposed to the controlling authorities, in Lon- 
don, that if they would allow him to retain the profits upon 
the supplies and advances made, as above mentioned, to the 
settlers, he would very cheerfully, personally, assume the 
payment to the Company of all the sums thus advanced, but 
that this the Company declined to do. My memory is not 
very distinct, at least not so much so as it is as to the state- 
ments I have already made, but my recollection is, that he 
also informed me that the Company, although it refused to 
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permit him to retain the profits as above mentioned, did hold 
him responsible for every dollar of the advances he had 
made, and I do know that he regarded and treated the debts 
thus owing by American citizens, as debts owing not to the 
Hudson's Bay Company, but to himself, individually. He 
frequently complained to me of persons who thus owed him, 
and who were thus still owing him, but who not only did 
not pay him when he was well assured they could have done 
so, but who, to this injustice, added the ingratitude of de- 
nouncing and abusing him as an aristocrat. 

Int. 5. — What was the market value of good farming lands 
in the Willamette valley, away from the immediate vicinity 
of towns, in 1861, 1662 and 1863 ? (Objected to as immaterial 
and irrelevant, both as to the time named and the land 
described.) 

Ans. — I think that such land would not have averaged 
more than $2 an acre ; I bought good first-class prairie lands 
about those times for $2 an acre; I also bought lands, part 
prairie and part timber, for a dollar and a half an acre. 

Oross-examinaiion by A. Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1. — Please say where and in what year and month did 
Doctor McLoughlin make the statements to you, detailed in 
your answer to direct Interrogatory, No. 4. 

^Ans. — They were made to me many times during the time 
of my being his professional adviser, sometimes in my office, 
in Oregon City, where I resided, from February, 1847, to May, 
1852, and sometimes at his own residence, and sometimes 
at my residence, in the same place ; I cannot fix the pre- 
cise date of any of these conversations ; they were frequent, 
however ; often being lead to be circumstances transpiring 
during the day. One such circumstance I will mention lead- 
ing to such conversation : After Mr. Preston, Surveyor Gen- 
eral, had arrived at Oregon City, and entered upon the duties 
of his office, I, having some business with him, found him 
upon the street and communicated to him my business, im- 
mediately after which, an American citizen with whom Gen- 
8 
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eral Preston had been conversing, said to General Preston: 
V Who is this ?" . When he replied : " This is Judge Thorn- 
ton." The man then rudely replied: " Then damn him ; I 
don't want to know anything more about him ; he is Doctor 
McLoughlin's counsel ; he is a Hudson's Bay man." Feeling 
indignant, I replied: " I know not who you are ; but I am 
sure from your language that you are some unworthy Amer- 
ican citizen, in whose worthless carcass Doctor McLoughlin 
has kept the breath of life, and you are now repaymg him — 
as many such as you have paid him, by abusing him, and by 
cursing me, because I did not ask your permission to become 
his professional adviser." Asked General Preston the name 
of the man that was assailing me. General Preston told me 
his name, and informed me that he lived on the Columbia 
Slough. I went to Doctor McLoughlin immediately, and 
asked him if he knew a man of that name. He enquired if 
the man lived upon the Columbia Slough. I replied in the 
affirmative. The Doctor then went on to inform me that 
while he was chief factor of the Hudson's Bay Company at 
Fort Vancouver, he had received information of an American 
emigrant and his family being somewhere up the Columbia 
river, under circumstances of privation and distress, and 
likely to perish; that upon receiving the information. he dis- 
patched a boat with men and supplies to rescue this family 
from their peril; that the next day, after the boat had 
departed up the river, this man living on the Columbia 
Slough, (I have forgotten his name,) came overland to Fort 
Vancouver for succor, and was informed that succor had been 
dispatched the day before ; and the Doctor further stated 
that in due time the fkmily were brought down ; that he 
furnished this man arid his family food and clothing for 
twelve months, as also feed and team to produce a crop, nour- 
ish and sustain his family in the country ; that the supplies 
amounted to several hundred dollars, for which he had been 
compelled to account to the Hudson's Bay Company, and 
that this man had only never paid him a cent since, but had 
added to this injustice the ingratitude of denouncing him, 
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almost unceaaingly, as a damned old aristocrat. I ought to 
have stated that the Doctor went to his books and showed 
me the exact amount of this ingrate's indebtedness. 

InL 2. — When did Doctor McLoughlin go to Oregon City 
to reside ? 

Arts, — ^I do not know 5 he was there when I first came to 
Oregon City, in February, 1847. 

Int 3. — Did he never tell you when he took the Oregon 
City claim, and when he made it his fixed residence ? If so, 
state the dates. 

Arts, — lie did ; Doctor McLoughlin employed me to givQ 
him a written opinion as to the validity of his title to the 
tract of land usually known as the Oregon City claim ; this 
was, I think, sometime in October or November, 1849. I 
required him to furnish me with a statement of the facts in 
a chronological order, constituting the basis of his title. This 
he did in manuscript, of about thirty pages, which was con- 
sumed, together with my office and library, late in the autumn 
of 1851. In that manuscript he mentioned the date of his 
first settling in Oregon City, which date has perished from my 
memory, with the manuscript ; but I think that it was in 
1844. He informed me that prior to his settling there him- 
self, he had done something, exactly what, I do not remem- 
ber, in preparing for the erection of a mill; but my recollec- 
tion is, that these preparations were in the interest of the 
Hudson's Bay Company, or the Puget's Sound Agricultural 
Company. 

Int. 4. — Have you not repeatedly heard Doctor McLough- 
lin say that he was compelled to come to Oregon City, for his 
property there required his personal attention, on account of 
the disposition of settlers or others to take the whole or a 
portion of it ? 

Ans. — I think not ; I certainly have no recollection of any 
such statement, 

InL 5. — Have you not heard him say repeatedly, and have 
you not seen written statements made by him, that he 
resigned his position in the Hudson's Bay Company lor the 
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purpose of residing upon, and taking care of his property at 
Oi?egon City? 

Arts. — I have no recollection of ever having heard him 
make any such statement, nor have I any recollection of 
ever having seen any such written statements. 

Int 6, — After his claim was reserved by the action of 
Congress, in 1850, did you not prepare, as his counsel, a 
statement in regard to the matter, which was published, 
in which the following sentence occurs: "Doctor John 
McLoughlin resigned his chief factorship and all connection 
with the Hudson's Bay Company for the purpose of holding 
this claim as an American citizen, and as becoming to all 
intents and purposes an American citizen, in fact, as he was 
already in feeling ? 

Ans. — Small-rate politicians, who fancied that I stood in 
the path of their advancement, sought to render me odious 
with American citizens, because of my having become Dr. 
McLoughlin's professional adviser, and very many abusive 
things were said of me, and coarse epithets bestowed upon 
me on this account; and newspaper articles were published, 
denouncing what I may have said, written, or published, in 
reply to any one or more of these assaults ; it is not possible 
for me, after a lapse of fifteen years, to remember ; of some of 
them, I took no notice; I think that such was my habit. 
The act of the 27th of September, 1850, usually known as 
the donation law, reserved froni the operation of that law 
the Oregon City claim, confirming, however, to purchasers 
the sales of all lots made by Dr. McLoughlin prior to the 
4th of March, 1849, and of course omitting to confirm any 
sales made between the last mentioned date and the 27th Sep- 
tember, 1850. Speaking from memory, I believe I was the 
owner of something over 200 town lots in that place, all of 
which, I believe, except two, were purchased after the 4th 
March, 1849. By the act of September 1850, the lands and 
lots in question were donafted to Oregon for the endowment 
of a university ; many persons, the titles to whose lots were 
thus jeopardized, requested me to prepare a memorial to 



117 

the Legislature, praying that body to confirm to myself 
and other purchasers, the title to the lots we had thus pur- 
chased; such a memorial I prepared; it was printed, signed, 
and presented to the Legislature. It is probable that I made 
out in such meriiorial the best and strongest case I could in an 
appeal to a class of politicians from whose principles and 
integrity I believed we had little to hope. I have no re- 
collection of the language I employed, or of the facts relied 
upon, so far as I relied upon any. There is not upon my 
memory a trace of a single fact — ^I mean as contained in the 
memorial; the whole has gone, glimmering through the dream 
of things that were; I am sure, however, that I made no 
statement which I did not believe to be true, and yet I have 
no recollection of having, in that memorial, or in anything 
which may at any time have come from my pen, used the 
language to which my attention has been called by the 
question. 

Int. 7. — Can you say, after the lapse of fifteen years, that 
Dr. McLoughlin stated to you that the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany had compelled him to pay the amount for which set- 
tlers and emigrants had been credited ? 

Arts. — As I have already remarked. Dr. McLoughlin had 
many conversations with me upon the subject of these sup- 
plies thus furnished American citizens, and stated that he 
was held, or had been held, individually responsible for 
every dollar of it. I am not able to state, at this distance of 
time, whether he had actually repaid all these sums to the 
Company, but I know that he regarded and spoke of these 
sums, which American citizens thus omitted to repay to 
Mm, as being his own private loss. 

Int. 8. — Was not the loss spoken of by him merely his 
share of the profits or earnings of the Company, a proportion 
of which made his salary ? 

Ans. — It was not; in his communications to me upon the 
subject, he always spoke of these advances not paid as being 
wholly bis private loss. 

Lit. 9. — Did you ever know of these claims being assigned 
to him by the Company as his own ? 
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Arts. — ^I have no knowledge of any such transaction. 

Int. 10. — Were you ever employed, while his counsel, to 
collect any of these claims for his benefit ? 

Arts. — I think not, 

JnL 11. — ^Do you not know that these accounts and claims 
were in the hands of the Company's agents for collection 
until you left Oregon City? 

Arts. — I do not. 

Int. 12. — ^Do you not know that after Dr. McLoughlin's 
retirement, his successors, Mr. Ogden and Mr. Douglas, con- 
tinued to give credit to settlers and emigrants ? 

Arts. — I can only speak of what I heard after my settle- 
ment in Oregon City, in 1847; from information which I 
had in a great variety of ways, not now, however, remem- 
bered, I answer that I believe that they did; not, however, 
indiscriminately, but with the ordinary care of ordinarily 
prudent merchants. 

Int. 13. — ^Did you ever hear the Doctor give any other 
reason for retiring, except that he was complained of for 
giving credit to emigrants and settlers? 

Ans. — He never assigned any other reasons, in conversa- 
tion with me, than the one I have already mentioned in my 
examination in chief. 

Int. 14. — ^Did he ever read or show to you any letter in 
which he was notified that he was to be held liable for these 
credits? 

Ans. — I have no recollection of any such letter. 

Int. 15. — ^Who did he say were those about him who 
strongly disapproved of the course he was pursuing, as men- 
tioned in your direct examination? 

Ans. — I remember that they were subordinate officers of 
the Company ; their names, however, if ever communicated 
to me, have escaped my memory. 

Int. 16. — ^Did Dr. McLoughlin tell you the names of those 
by whom he was called to an account; if so, who were they? 

Ans. — He frequently, in such conversations, mentioned 
the name of Sir George Simpson, but I think that the per- 
sons who thus held him to account, he spoke of as being the 
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Governor and Company, or Governor and Directors of the 
Hudson's Bay Company's house, at London; my understand- 
ing being that the head or controlling power of the Hud- 
son's Bay Company was located in London, and that it was 
known by one of the names I have mentioned. 

InL 17. — Do you not recollect that Dr. McLoughlin told 
you that Sir George Simpson's great complaint against him 
was his allowing a credit of 10,000 sterling to Bishop Blan- 
chette, or the Catholic Mission, without any security? 

An%. — This is the first time that I have ever heard of that 
transaction. 

Int. 18. — ^Do you not know, from what Dr. McLoughlin 
told you, that he gave large credits to the Catholic missions,, 
while in' charge of the Company's business? 

Ans» — I do not. 

InL 19. — State whether farming lands in the "Willamette 
Valley, away from the immediate vicinity of towns, are as 
valuable as good farming lands on the Columbia near to 
navigation. 

An8. — I think not. 

Int. 20. — What, since you have been in Oregon, are the 
highest prices you have known to be given for good and 
improved farming lands, not in the immediate vicinity of 
towns ? 

Ans. — The price of such lands has varied in different 
years, different localities, and according to the amount of 
improvements upon the lands. I have known some good 
lands with not much improvement sell for seventy-five cents 
an acre. From your verbal explanation of the scope of your 
question, I understand that I am to confine my answer to 
good laud that may have been fenced, or some part of which 
may have been fenced, and'a greater or less number of acres 
of which may have been cultivated. I have known of no 
such lands selling for more than $2 an acre. 

Int. 21. — Were not lands in Oregon, such as those 
described in the 5th direct interrogatory, very much 
depressed in value, in the years 1861-'62-'63 ? 

Ans. — ^No, I think not ; I am not aware of their being so 
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depressed; land is much higher now than it was then, or 
had been at any time before. 

Int. 22. — What causes fluctuation in prices of land in the 
Willamette Valley ? Does not the rise and fall of wheat 
affect it more than anything else ? 

Ans. — In my judgment, based upon observation, the de- 
mand for lands has depended upon two elements: the first I 
regard as the number of emigrants coming into the country 
within the year; and, secondly, the capacity of the land to 
produce wheat, (that being the leading staple of the country,) 
and not the price of wheat in any one year. 

Int 23. — Do you mean to say that if .wheat should rise 
from fifty cents to a dollar per bushel, and continue at that 
price for a year, it would not, in your judgment, affect the 
price of land ? 

Ans. — The single circumstance of the rise in the value of 
wheat in any one year would not, in itself, materially 
increase the price of land, in the absence of an emigration 
to increase the demand for farming land, because almost very 
man who wishes to be a farmer is already the owner of more 
land than he can by any possibility cultivate, without the 
hiring of the labor necessary to do so, and experience has taught 
the leading agriculturists of this State that this process con- 
tinued long enough, will bankrupt any man; by this very 
interesting process, I have myself sunk, I think, not l^ss than 
$10,000. 

Int. 24. — State, if you know, the average production of 
wheat per acre of good farming land in the Willamette 
Valley? 

Ans. — I don't think I know. 

Int. 25. — State, if you know, the price of wheat in the 
year 1860 ? 

Ans. — I must have known, of course, and yet I do not now 
remember. 

Int. 26.— In 1861? 

Ans. — My answer is the same, nor do I recollect the price, 
except for the last year, and in 1846-'47, when it was alegal tea- 
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der under the provisional government. The price last year 
was $1. 

Int. 27. — Can you state the average cost of clearing and 
fencing farming land in the Willamette Valley ? 

Arts. — ^I cannot. 

Questions by W. C. Johnson, Esq. 

Int. 1.— "Why do you say good farming lands on the Colum- 
bia are more valuable than those in the Willamette Valley 
generally, when the lands of the Willamette are in the oldest 
and most thickly settled portions of Oregon ? (Objected to 
because the question contains a statement not in accordance 
with the facts, and because leading. The counsel for the 
United States insists that the attorney of the Hudson's Bay 
Company personally knows that the Willamette Valley was 
generally settled before lands were taken to any extent along 
the Columbia, and is now by far more densely populated ; 
and now the counsel for theHudson'sBay Company declares 
that he does not personally know any such thing, and insists 
that the question is improper, for reasons aforesaid.) 

Ans. — ^In making that statement, I understood the question 
as asking for a comparison of value between good lands con- 
venient to navigation, and good lands remote from navigation. 
I believe, of course, that all other things being equal, that 
lands here or elsewhere lying nearest to market or the 
means to a market, are the most valuable. 

hit. 2. — Which is worth most, good farming land lying 
contiguous to navigation in the heart of the Willamette 
Valley, or good farming land contiguous to navigation any- 
where on the Columbia, each away from towns ? 

Ans. — ^I think that a section of good farming land lying 
in the heart of the Willamette Valley would be worth twenty 
or thirty times as many sections of the best land I have ever 
seen on the Columbia. I have never, however, been on the 
Columbia above Fort Vancouver. 

Questions hy A. Holbrook, Esq. 

hit. 1. — ^Why is good farming land in the Willamette 
worth twenty or thirty times as much as good farming land 
on the Columbia? 
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Ans. — ^In the first place, I know of no land on the Columbia 
river which could be called good farming land, as compared 
with the standard of good farming land in the heart of the 
Willamette Valley. Locations on the Columbia, if open and 
dry, are usually either sandy or gravelly, or both ; other loca- 
tions, if open, are very much subject to ruinous overflow at 
a time of year when an overflow is usually equivalent to a 
total destruction of the crop; other locations, and most of 
them, are covered with a heavy growth of timber requiring 
vast labor and expense to remove, and a lifetime in which to 
remove it, if [the] agriculturist would have anything which 
rises to the dignity of a farm, such as a reasonable amount 
of labor and capital would open in the heart of the valley. 
Beyond and above all this, the heart of the Willamette Val- 
ley is remarkably healthy; while the Columbia, as I have 
usually understood, is rather otherwise, in consequence of 
the very great spring rise ; still another element of price is 
the fact that the weight of population, wealth, schools, and 
all the colleges, are in the Willamette Valley. 

Int. 2. — Do you mean to be understood to say that, in 
your judgment, there is no good farming land on the Co- 
lumbia ? 

Ans. — ^I mean to say that there is none that will at all 
favorably compare with what are known as good farming 
lands in the heart of the Willamette Valley. 

Int. 3. — When, then, you saythat good farming lands in the 
Willamette valley are worth $2.00 an acre, do you mean that 
the farming land on the Columbia is worth only one-twen- 
tieth or one-thirtieth of that sum? 

Ana. — I know of no land on the Columbia which, when 
compared with good farming lands in the heart of the Wil- 
lamette valley, would be considered good farming lands; 
and yet I would not be understood as aflirming that lands 
known on the Columbia as farming lands, by the people re- 
siding in the vicinity, would sell for no more than one-twen- 
tieth or one-thirtieth of the price of lands in the heart of 
the Willamette valley; but my meaning will be compre- 
ende d when I say that a farmer of good, sound, practical 



123 

sense, who has a section of land in the heart of the valley, 
and intends to make agriculture his business, would not be 
likely to exchange it for twenty or thirty sections on the 
Columbia river. It is possible that there may be here and 
there a few such sections on the Columbia river that pos- 
sess a higher and even a much higher value than this 
would seem to indicate. 

Int. 4. — ^Do you not know that the overflowed lands on 
the Columbia produce large and profitable crops of hay, 
potatoes, cabbages, and other vegetables, after the water 
subsides? 

AnB, — ^My understanding is that they frequently do ; but 
I also understand that the annual rise of the Columbia fre- 
quently comes so late as to make the production of these 
crops impossible; and I have ftever understood that these 
lands were at any time adapted, save in very exceptional 
locations, to the production of the great staples of the 
country. 

Int. 5. — ^Does not the land claimed by the Hudson's Bay 
Company, from a point six miles above Vancouver, ten 
miles back, and down the river about thirty miles, consist, 
for the most part, of these exceptional locations, as you term 
them? 

Ans. — Judging from the opportunities afforded me by a 
twenty, years' residence, I have no hesitation in saying they 
do not; within that space thus described, however, there are 
a few such exceptional cases as I have mentioned, judging 
from the information that I have derived from others, having 
a very limited personal acquaintance. 

Int. 6. — ^Have you ever visited any part of this tract, ex- 
cept the site of Fort Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I have been more or less frequently at Fort Van- 
couver — never above it — and personally know the country 
below it only as I have seen it repeatedly in passing up and 
down the river. 

Int. 7. — How long is it since you were at Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I think not since 1849 or 1850. 
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Int. 8. — Have you seen any part of this tract since that 
time ? 

Ans. — ISo^ sir. 

Int. 9. — Are not the lands of which you speak in the Wil- 
amette valley subject to overflow? I refer to farming 
lands contiguous to navigation. 

Ans. — They are not ; I do not consider lands that are an- 
nually overflowed, or that are in most years overflowed, as 
being good farming lands. 

Int. 10. — What is the assessed value of your land in Ben- 
ton county, to which you have referred in your examina- 
tion? 

Ans, — I shall have to speak from memory, and may be a 
little above or below the assessment, when I say about $5 
per acre; but that includes* a large frame barn, 60 feet 
square, frame dwelling-house, out-houses, and probably not 
less than 3,000 fruit trees, most of them bearing. 

Int. 11. — What, if you recollect, was its assessed value five 
years ago ? 

An%. — I have no recollection; do not remember; nor have 
I an impression as to whether the assessment then was above 
or below $5. 

Int. 15. — Can you tell whether $5 per acre is the average 
assessment of land in Benton county? 

Ans. — I do not know, but I should say not ; my opinion 
is that it would not be so high. 

Int. 13. — State whether the roads in the Willamette valley 
are generally in good condition in the winter months ? 

Ans. — The reverse is true. 

Int. 14. — What would be the comparative cost of trans- 
porting wheat from Vancouver to Portland, as compared 
with the cost of bringing it from points ten miles from the 
Willamette, in Benton county, in the winter and spring ? 

Ans. — I do not know. The price usually paid for wheat 
at points on the Willamette where that is the eastern 
boundary of Benton county, would not permit the farmer to 
hope to obtain any reasonable profit, as the prices of wheat 
usually are, who, in the rainy season, should haul his wheat 
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ten miles through the mud. In the rainy season, wheat can 
readily be carried in steamers from Vancouver to Portland, 
and other points on the river, below Oregon City ; at what 
rates, however, I do not know, but I presume at rates lower 
than any farmer could aftbrd to haul it ten miles, as above. 

Int. 15. — Do you know the cost in the winter and spring of 
transporting wheat from ten or fifteen miles inland, to ship- 
ping points in Benton county? 

Ans, — ^No sensible farmer will voluntarily defer such car-, 
riage to the rainy season, because, at that season, it would be 
extremly difficult to get the wheat to market. The custom 
is, to carry the wheat to the towns or warehouses on the 
river before the rainy season sets in ; if not in an immediate 
pressure for money, the farmer stores it in the warehouses 
of the merchant, where it ordinarily remains until the farmer 
supposes that the price of wheat has gone up to something 
near the highest point to which in his judgment it is likely 
to go,' when he sells it to the merchent or warehouse keeper, 
upon an agreement, which is always either expressed or im- 
plied, that he should have it if he would pay as high a price 
as other wheat-buyers. The wheat thus stored, I ought also 
to say, remains in the warehouse a reasonable length of time 
(the precise time I have forgotten,) without charge for storage, 
provided the warehousenian becomes the purchaser. Beyond 
this I do not know. 

Int 16. — ^Do you mean to say, that in your judgment, one- 
tenth even of the wheat raised in Benton county for market, 
is thus delivered before the rainy season sets in ? 

Ans. — I do; I have never known a single instance of an 
Oregon farmer, of common prudence, who was acquainted 
with and knew what our rainy seasons were, and who had 
wheat to sell, who voluntarily deferred the hauling of it until 
after the rainy season set in. It often happens that the great 
press of farm labor in the autumn is such that the farmer, with 
his utmost diligence, is not able to get his wheat to market 
or into the ware-houses before the rainy season commen- 
ces; but after the rainy season has set in, and the roads 
become, in consequence, as deep as they usually are in the 
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rainy season, the hauling, I believe, is always, almost neces- 
sarily, deferred until the roads become again settled. To avoid 
this necessity, they make most haste, in this respect, as the 
season for rain approaches. 

InL 17. — How much wheat is annually raised in Benton 
county ? (Objected to, as the Oregon census returns of 1865 
are better evidence.) 

Ans, — I don't know. 

InU 18. — Can you approximate the amount ? 

Arts. — Any effort of the sort would be a mere guess ; I 
could not come within many thousand bushels. 

InL 19. — ^Is wheat the chief agricultural product of the 
county ? 

Ans. — ^It is. 

Int 20. — Is there, at all seasons of the year, a market in 
Benton county for farm produce, such as exists at Van- 
couver, afforded by the town, military post, vicinity to Port- 
land, and the conveniencies for shipping to other points ? 

Ans, — I know nothing of what is or has been the price of 
wheat at Vancouver ; I am sure, however, that the facilities 
for getting wheat, or rather farm products, to market from 
Vancouver, are greater than for getting like products from 
the interior of Benton county, or even from a point on the 
river in that county, if Portland be considered that market, 
because of Portland being so much nearer to Vancouver 
than Benton county, and because, moreover, there is at all 
seasons a water communication. 

Questions by W. C. Johnson^ Esq.j 

Int 1. — ^Does it rain more in the winter in Benton county, 
than it does near Vancouver, in Washington Territory? 
(Objected to, because the witness has already said that he 
had not been at Vancouver since 1850, and because it is im- 
material, irrelevant, and a repetition of the examination in 
chief, and leading.) 

Ans. — I have no means of knowing. 

Int 2. — So far as you know, is there any material differ- 
ence in that respect? (Objected to as before.) 



12T 

Arts. — ^I think there cannot be, from the fact that I don't 
think there can be more than about a degree and a half dif- 
ference in the latitude of the two localities. 

InL 3. — Would it be any harder, or cost any more, to haul 
a load of wheat ten miles to the Willamette river, in Ben- 
ton county, in the winter, than it would to haul a load ten 
miles to the Columbia river, from back of Vanconver, in 
the winter V 

Ans. — I presume not; I ought to say, however, that I 
know nothing personally of the country back of Van- 
couver, and I can judge of it only from what I learn of the 
country through others. 

Question ly A. Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1, — Would not the comparative difficulty and cost de- 
pend solely upon the condition of the roads? 
Ans. — I think they would. 
Portland, August 6th, 1866. 

J. QuiNN Thornton. 



Testimony of Lloyd Brooke. 

■Lhyd Brooke, being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies 
as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ans. — ^Age forty-seven; residence, Portland ; the last oc- 
cupation that I had was that of a juror. 

Int. 2. — Have you ever resided at Vancouver, in Wash- 
ington Territory ? If so, state during what years, and in 
what capacity you were employed at that post ? 

Ans. — I was there from 1849 to 1853, and from 1855 to 
1862, both years inclusive; I lived in the valley of the Wal- 
la-Walla during parts of the years 1853-^54:-'55, and visited 
Vancouver frequently. While at Vancouver I was quarter- 
master's clerk, and agent under Captain Rufus Ingalls. 

Int. 3. — Describe the Hudson's Bay Company buildings 
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and improvements at Vancouver, with reference to their 
state of repair when you went there, in 1849 ? 

Ans, — The stockade, or the pickets, as they were called, 
some of them were new, and some were old ; they were repair- 
ing them every year ; on one or two occasions the wind would 
blow ten or fifteen feet of them down, and they would then 
have to repair it. The sale-shop, and the building immedi- 
ately adjoining that on the west side of the fort, were in 
good repair, except the foundations ; they were rough build- 
ings, but in fair repair. There were two large store-houses 
on the east side of the fort, the roofs of which were good, 
otherwise dilapidated. They were constructed in such a 
manner that the least settling would cause them to open. 
The flooring was rough and loosely laid. There were no other 
buildings on that side of the fort worth mentioning that I re- 
member of. There was a little hut at the gate, which had been 
a blacksmith shop, but of no value. On the north side of the 
fort, the first that I remember is a granary ; the roof of that 
was good, and the bins on the inside were good ; the outside 
was in similar condition to the balance I have spoken of, being 
opened ia places by the settling of the foundation. The 
next house was the counting-room ; that house was in good 
repair, except the foundation ; that house was weather- 
boarded on the outside and ceiled on the inside; I cannot 
pretend to give the dimensions, as I don't know. The next 
house was a similar house to the counting-room, but not in 
as good repair; it was vacated between two and three years 
after that time, because it was considered unsafe, either from 
fear of falling down, or the unhealthy condition from the 
rotten timber under it. I do not remember what the reason 
was. Then comes the commanding officer's quarters, or the 
governor's house ; the roof of that building was good, in fact 
all the roo^ were good. I suppose they had been renewed 
within the last four or five years before my arrival. That 
house was weather-boarded outside and ceiled inside. It 
had a cellar underneath ; the floor in the dwelling-house had 
settled in many places ; I should call that house very much 
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dilapidated. On the east side of the fort there was a row of 
buildings occupied by the officers and their families. I be- 
lieve that that whole row was ceiled inside ; the foundation 
of that whole row was somewhat out of repair, and tho 
floors rough. I think that is all that was inside the fort. 

Int. 4, — Up to what time did the Company remain in pos- 
session of these buildings inside the fort? 

Ans. — I don't remember; I have just read a letter from Cap- 
tain Ingalls, addressed to the officer in charge of the Hud- 
son's Bay Company's fort, dated in March, 1860, and it was in 
the following summer or fall that they moved offi 

Int. 5, — What was the condition of the buildings you have 
named, when* the Company removed in 1860, as- compared 
with their condition in 1849, when yoiP first saw them ? 

Ans. — I think there had been no repairs on the buildings, 
and they had suffered the usual wear of ten or eleven years. 
I am not positive that any of them had fallen down, but I 
remember that a prop had been put up on the north end of 
a long row of buildings, on thai north end of the sale-shop; 
timber was also put up to prop it. On6 building I did not 
mention, the powder magazine, which was in as good condi- 
tion as the others. 

hit. 6. — What, in your opinion, was the granary building 
worth when you saw it in 1849 ? 

An9. — I don't think I can put an estimate on those build- 
ings ; they were all cheaply constructed buildings ; I have 
thought of it a good deal since I knew I was to be called 
as a witness, but I cannot really fix any price; they were 
a style of building of which I knew little about; I do not 
know much of any kind of buildings. 

Int. 7. — In what state of repair were the buildings outside 
of the fort, iii 1849 ? 

Ans. — The school-houses were incomplete ; there was no 
floor in them. The church was in good repair. The house- 
adjoining the church was also in good repair. The salmon 
store had a good roof, but was otherwise very much dilapidated. 
The boat sheds were fir posts stuck in the ground, with slab 
9 
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Toofs ; they did not amount to anything. There was one 
building that was called the "Johnson house" that we lived in, 
that was a very good house. I remember one other house, that 
was a good dwelling-house, with two rooms. The balance 
of the houses in and around the fort were of little value. 

Int 8. — ^What farming operations, if any, were carried on 
in 1849, on the Mill Plain ? Describe the condition of fencing 
and improvements at that place at that time. 

Arts. — ^I don't remember any farming operations in 1849, 
on the Mill Plain ; there was some one living in the house , 
how many persons I couldn^t say. The buildings there were 
old. I don't remember seeing many barns; they were sim- 
ilar structures to the boat sheds; the fencing was down in 
many places; could^nt say the amount of fencing; many of 
the rails were old and rotten. 

InL 9. — State whether the occupant was in the employ of 
the Hudson's Bay Company. 

Ans. — I believe that he was ; I don't remember the man's 
name. 

Int. 10. — Were there any American settlers on or about 
this plain y so as to interfere with the Company's farming op- 
erations in 1849 ? 

Ans.^-^ot that I remember. 

Int. 11. — Did the Company cultivate this farm at any time 
while you were at Vancouver? 

Ans. — Ifot that I remember. 

Int. 12. — State about how frequently you saw this Mill 
Plain during each year of your stay at Vancouver. 

Ans. — At least as often as once a month, and in the sum- 
mer of 1849 almost every Saturday. 

Int. 13. — About what time did American settlers occupy 
this plain ? 

Ans. — I don't remember when they commenced occupying 
the country around Vancouver ; I think there were some 
settlers got in on the Mill Plain previous to the fall of 1852. 

Int. 14. — Did the Company have any farming operations 
at the lower plain after you went to Vancouver? If 60> how 
much and how long were they continued ? 
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Arts, — They had several fields of wheat in 1849; I can't 
state the amount, neither can I state how long it continued 
in their hands. They had a small timothy meadow. 

Int. 15.— About how much land was enclosed and culti- 
vated in the Fort Plain ? 

^ns. — I can't say ; they had three or four very large fields,, 
the whole of that ground I know they cultivated up to 1852 ; 
I think they cultivated part of it after that; I don't know 
how much. It was all subject to overflow. 

Int 16. — Did the Company have any farming operations 
on any of the other plains about Vancouver? 

Arts. — I don't remember any ; there was one place occu- 
pied called the Priest's Farm ; I don't know whether it be- 
longed to the Company or not ; it was afterwards taken by 
an American settler. 

Int. 17. — Did the Company have any cattle, horses, or 
"sheep occupying the pasture grounds generally about Van- 
couver? If so, state as near as you can how many, and 
what extent of country was occupied by thQm. 

A71S. — They had horses and horned cattle, that ranged 
from Lewes river [the Cathlapootl] to Washougal. I have no 
knowledge of any range farther north of the Columbia river 
than about seven miles. I have no knowledge of the num- 
ber of horned cattle or sheep. I think in 1849 they could 
collect one hundred horses there. 

Int. 18.^— Up to what time did the Company continue to 
keep these horses,, cattle, and sheep, and what disposition 
did they make of them, if you know? 

jlfis, — ^I don't remember up to what time they kept them ; 
they consumed some themselves, and sold some. 
■' Int. 19. — Taking 640 acres of the town-site at Vancouver, 
what is it worth per acre? State any facts on which you 
base your opinion. 

j^jis^ — I wouldn't give over $20 an acre. Thei-e is a very 
small portion of it requii^ed for the town that is there; the 
town has always depended upon the size of the e^arrison for 
its prosperity. I think that ten acres of land, right on the 
bank of the river, was purchased in 1856, by Captain Ingalls, 
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at $1 per acre, and it was sold this last spring for the same 
price, after paying taxes on it for several years. This was a 
desirable location, and was at the head of what I consider 
ship navigation. 

Ivt. 20. — ^What would yon consider the value per acre of 
the mile square occupied by the military reserve, and on 
which was located the post of the Hudson's Bay Company, 
lying above the present town-site ? 

Ans. — There is part of it that I wouldn't give govern- 
ment price for ; and a part of the farming land, I suppose, 
would be worth about $10 an acre. The Harney place, con- 
taining 110 acres, very near the reserve, and a beautiful site 
near the river, on which there is a building which cost over 
$2,000, in good repair, has been for sale for the last two years 
for $2,000, and no purchaser. It is where the old " Dundas 
Castle'' was. 

Int. 21. — What, in your judgment, is the value per acre 
of such lands as the Mill Plain, the Lower Plain, and the 
other plains about Vancouver ? 

Ans, — ^There is a very great difference between the plains. 
I don't consider the Mill Plain as worth more than government 
price ; it is very poor gravelly land. [As to] the second, third, 
and part of the fourth plain, I should say two-thirds of the 
Fourth Plain would bring, for farming purposes, $5 per acre. 
The whole of the Lower Plain, for,grazing and farming pur- 
poses, is worth twenty dollars an acre. It is the best part of 
the country; when produce is in demand a man can make 
plenty of money. 

Int. 22. — Was the Company making any use of a gang 
saw-mill above Vancouver in 1849, or at any time after- 
wards ? 

^yj^. — ^I never saw a gang saw in their mill, that I remem- 
ber. I purchased and measured lumber at the mill in 
June, 1849; at that time there was but one upright saw at 
work. 

Int. 23. — How many years after this did they continue to 
run this single saw ? 

j^^. — To the best of my recollection, they leased the mill 



133 

in th^ winter of 1849 and 1850, and they took possession 
again of the mill, I think, in the fall of 1850, and I don't 
think they manufactured much lumber after that — not with 
the old mill, certainly. 

Int. 24. — How much was lumber worth per 1,000 feet in 
1849 and 1850 ? 

An9. — I think sales were made here at $100 per 1,000 feet. 

Int. 25. — State, if you know, the condition of the grist- 
mill above Vancouver, while yoii were there? 

Ans, — I know that they were using it. I don't know the 
condition of it. I don't know the state of repair that it 
was in. 

Int. 20. — Taking the Company's buildings at Vancouver, 
as they were after 1849, for what purposes, if any, were they 
suitable or valuable, aside from the Indian trade of the Com- 
pany. I speak with reference to the settlement and improve- 
ment of the country by American citizens. (Objected to as 
immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — The only use that I know that they could be put [to] 
would be for storing hay. I speak with reference to their 
then condition. If money was laid out on them, they could 
be made habitable houses. 

Oross-examinaiion by A. Holbrook, Esq. 

Int. 1. — ^From 1849, for several years, were not some ot 
those Ipuildings used for storing Government property by the 
quartermaster and commissary? 

Ans. — They were. 

Int. 2. — Up to what time were they so used ? 

Ans.—l think in the fall of 1856. 

Int. 3. — At what time in 1849 did you arrive at Vancou- 
ver? 

An^. — I think I was there on the 19th day of May, 1849. 

hit. 4. — What military officer was in command, and how 
many troops had he ? 

Ans. — MajorHatheway was in command, had two compa- 
nies of artillery ; I don't know the number of men. 
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Int. 6. — How long did these troops remain there, and 
where were they quartered? 

Ans. — Sometime during the summer of 1849 one company 
left there. I think, in the spring of 1850, Major Ilatheway 
went to Astoria with the other company. During the sum- 
mer 1849 the troops remained in tents. In the latter part of 
the summer, or early in the fall, they fitted up one of the 
school houses for company's quarters, and built quarters for 
the officers. 

Int. 6. — ^Where was that school house, within or without 
the fort ? 

Ans. — Without. 

Int. 7. — Was it rented from the Hudson's Bay Company, 
and at what rate ? 

Ans. — I don't remember the rate. It was obtained by the 
Company's permission, but I don't think they paid any rent 
at first, on account of repairs that required to be made ; but 
afterwards they paid rent. 

Int. 8. — Do you remember what rent was paid subse- 
quently ? 

Ans. — I do not. 

Int. 9. — ^Who succeeded Major Hatheway in command, 
and with how many troops ? 

Ans. — Colonel Loring succeeded him in command. I think 
there were four companies at first. 

Int. 10. — ^Where did they find quarters ? 

Ans. — They went into tents, and took the quarters that 
had been fitted up, for a hospital. 

Int. 11. — ^Where did the officers go? 

An8, — The company officers went into tents. Some of the 
stafl' officers occupied the quarters constructed by the artil- 
lery officers. I should have said the company officers with- 
out families went into tents. The balance of the staff 
officers were quartered in buildings hired or rented from 
the Hudson's Bay Company. The company officers with fam- 
lies also went into quarters hired from the Hudson's Bay 
Company. 

Int, 12.' — How long did they thus remain ? 
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Ans.— Until late in the fall of 1850. 

Int. 13. — Where did they then go ? 

Am. — They went into quarters constructed by the Qov^ 
ernment 

Int. 14. — How many buildings were constructed by the 
Government for their accommodation? 

Ans.-^Eight sets of officers' quarters, including the quar- 
termaster's house ; four sets of soldiers' quarters; and quar- 
ters for the band. 

Int. 15. — State, if you know, the amount expended in the 
con^ruction of these quarters. 

Ans. — ^I don't know^ 

Int. 16. — What was the price paid for the lumber used by 
the quartermaster, in 1849-'50, in the construction of these 
buildings ? 

^»«.— The highest price that I remetnber was $80 per 
thousand. 

Int. 17. — What was the price of shingles? 

Jlns. — I have no recollection. 

Int. 18.— * What rent wtis paid for the store in the fort, tised 
by the quarter master and commissary in 1849? 

^7i«.— -There Was no store used in the fort in 1849. 

Int 19,— In 1850, then. 

AnB.^-l don't think they had any «ts early as 1850 ; I am 
<5ertain they had not; they used oqie of the school houses 
"spoken of. 

Int. 20. — Can you say what rent was paid for one of the 
school houses ? 

Ans. — I cannot. 

Int. 21. — Can you say what rent was paid for a store in 1851 ? 

Ans. — I don't remember anything about what was paid. 

Int. 22. — Do you not recollect that, When it was first hired, 
it was at the rate of $100 per month, which- was afterwards 
reduced to $80, 

Ans. — I do not. 

lai. 23. — State whether the Hudson's Bay Company did 
not lease the saw-mill spoken of by you to Captain Ingall« 
for the term of six months in 1849?! 
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Ans. — In the winter of 1849 and 1860, it was leased to James 
B. Leach, not a Government affair at all ; Captain Ingalls had 
something to do with it, and afterwards sold out it to me. 

Int. 24. — ^How much rent was paid for the saw-mill under 
that lease ? 

Ans. — ^I don't rememher. 

Int. 25. — How much did you pay for thfe lease when you 
bought? 

Ans. — ^I don't remember; it was some trifling amount. 

Int. 26. — ^Do you not recollect that the monthly rent was 
eleven hundred and ninety-one dollars and sixty-five cents. 

Ans. — I do not. 

Int. 27. — ^How long did you keep that lease ? 

Ans. — I suppose until its termination ; I know I was very 
sick of it; I did not want to keep it longer than necessary. 

Int. 28. — ^Did not the Government pay to the Company, 
for a field of wheat in the rear of the fort, at the time they 
began the erection of barracks there? 

Ans. — They did. 

Int. 29.^ — ^How large was that field, and what amount was 
paid for the crop? 

Ans. — To the best of my recollection they toqk but a small 
portion of the field ; I don't remember what they paid. 

Int. 30. — ^Do you not recollect that George C. Bomford 
estimated its value by agreement, and reported that there 
was seven acres and twenty-seven-hundredths, and the value 
of wheat growing thereon was $842 40. 

Ans. — I remember that he measured the ground, but I 
don't remember the quantity or the value attached to the crop. 

Int. 31. — ^Do you not know that every tenement belonging 
to the Hudson's Bay Company outside the fort, the use of 
which could be dispensed with by the Company's servants, 
was taken up by Government officers, and employes in 1849 
and 1850? 

Ans. — ISoy I don't know that; I don't know whether they 
could have dispensed with any more or not; a great many 
puch buildings were rented. 

Int. 32. — How many were rented ? 
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Ans. — I don't remember of but ten that were rented for 
oflJcers' quarters, and one stably. 

Int 33. — ^Do you include those which were rented to clerks, 
wagon masters, and other servants of the Grovernment ? 

Ans, — I do, 

Int 34, — What was the average rent of these buildings ? 

Arts. — From $15 to $25 per month; I don't know but 
there was one as low as $10 per month. 

Int 35. — ^Were there not some that rented for $30 a 
month ? 

Ans. — I don't remember of any that rented for $30; I 
won't be positive about it. 

Int. 36. — State whether or not the Company were not 
constantly repaiijng their different buildings when needed ? 

Ans. — I have no recollection of , any repairs of importance 
made by them. 

Int 37. — Do you not remember that Mr. Crate was regularly 
employed with more or less men in making repairs ? 

Ans. — Mr, Crate built a new saw-mill, and I saw him fix- 
ing up the pickets ; they had a number of men working, 
but I did not notice what they were doing ; it was possible 
that Crate and his party might have done it, but I did not see 
them. There was one building burned down in the fall or 
winter of 1852 ; I think it was the kitchen, and that was 
rebuilt. 

Int 38. — Was not the building used as a storehouse by the 
Government in sufficiently good order to put large quantities 
of stores therein without repairs ? 

Arts. — No material repairs were required, except patching 
up the flooring. 

Int. 39. — Did not the Company keep the buildings rented 
by the Government in good order, so that they were suffi- 
ciently secure for storage ? 

Ans. — I don't think they ever did anything to them, or 
that anything ever was required ; the floors settled in one of 
the storehouses, but there were no repairs required, as they 
were down as low as they could go. Nothing but rough pack- 
ages [were] stored on them- 
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Int. 40. — estate whether new fonndatioDs were not placed 
ander the stores in the fort in 1855 ? 

Ans. — 1 did not return to Vanconver until the fall of 1855 > 
it may have heen done daring my ahsence. 

Int. 41. — ^Whatdo you mean when you say that the Gov- 
«mment house was very much dilapidated in 1849 ? 

Ans. — 1 mean that it was dilapidated. 

Int. 42. — ^In what respects was it dilapidated ? 

Ans. — The portico in front of the house was out of repair; 
the foundation had settled, causing openings in the outer 
wall ; and the doors and windows would drag when they 
were opened. 

Int. 34. — ^TJnder what part was the foundation settled? 

Ans. — ^Under the main huilding. • 

Int. 44. — ^Do you mean that the whole of the main huild- 
ing was settled? 

Ans. — ^I do not. 

Int. 45. — ^What part of the huilding was settled then ? 

An9. — ^I think it was the north west corner. 

Int. 46. — ^Did the settling of the northwest corner and the 
portico's heing out of repair cause that house to be very 
much dilapidated? 

Ans. — ^It was an old house, and the wear of time would 
cause it to be somewhat dilapidated. 

Int. 47. — Was not that house used as the Governor's house 
until 1860, and did it not continue to be a comfortable resi- 
dence, as in 1849 ? 

Ans — It was occupied as the Governor's house until 1860, 
or by the person in charge of the fort, but was not as com- 
fortable a house by any means in 1860 as it was in 1849. 

Int. 48. — State whether it had not been thoroughly re- 
paired and painted and papered on the inside in the mean- 
time? 

An%. — ^I believe it was painted and papered, but I am not 
sure of any carpenter's work except shoving up the porch ; I 
don't think the house was ever painted on the outside except 
in front 
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Int. 49. — Can you give the dimensions of that house or of 
any house there ? 

Ana. — ^No, sir, I cannot give the dimensions of that house 
or of any of them. 

Int. 50.— When you say that all the buildings constructed 
were cheaply constructed, do you mean to he understood as 
saying that their cost was trifling and' cheap ? 

Ans. — I mean to say that their cost was trifling to the 
Hudson's Bay Company, as the outer walls of most if not 
all the buildings were constructed of slabs or refuse lum- 
ber, and have always understood that the wages paid by 
that Company to their servants was a mere pittance at the 
time of the construction of those buildings. 

InL 61. — Are you positive that the outer walls of those 
buildings were mere slabs ? 

Ans. — I am positive in regard to those buildings occupied 
by the United States Government. 

Int 52. — Were they not in part constructed of four inch 
plank and of hewn timber ? 

J.n5.— The uprights were of hewn timber, the corner 
posts ; I think the walls were of slab of those buildings I 
alluded to before. 

Int. 53. — Were not the pieces you call slabs sawed on four 
sides ? 

Ans. — No, sir. 

Int 54. — How many of the buildings in the fort are you 
willing to swear were made of slabs ? 

Ans. — The building occupied as quartermaster's and com- 
missary's storehouse. 

Int. 55. — Can you state what such a building as you 
describe that to have been could have been built for in 1849 ? 

Ans. — I cannot. 

Int. 56. — Do you know the dimensions of the new quarter- 
master's store built by the Government at Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I do not. 

Int. 57. — If such a building as you have described that to 
be could have been put up. for a trifling price, would the 



140 

qnartermaster have been willing to pay a monthly rent for 
[it] of $100 in 1849 or several subsequent years? 

Ans. — The qaartermaster had no option in the matter. 

InL 58.— Why not? 

Ans. — The authority had to come from Washington ; he 
had no authority previous to 1856 to construct permanent 
buildings. 

InL 59. — ^When Captain Ingalls, in 1850,hired the saw-mill 
of the Company with its appurtenances, the Johnson house 
occupied by himself, and the La Framboise house occupied 
by Doctor Holden for six months, at a monthly rent of 
$1,191.66}, was that property hired for the use of the 
Government ? 

Ans. — ^I think not. 

InL 60. — Who paid the rent of the houses? 

Ans. — Captain Ingalls hired the Johnson house individu- 
ally ; I am not positive about theLa Framboise house. 

Int 61. — ^Did not the Company have other houses besides 
those rented to the Government outside the fort ? 

Ans. — ^Yes. 

InL 62. — How many? 

Ans. — It is impossible for me to say. 

Int. 63.— When you were at the Mill Plain, in 1849, did 
you visit the house there? 

Ans. — I passed it repeatedly ; I don^t think that I was ever 
in the house. 

InL 64. — Can you say that no crops were raised there that 
year? 

Ans. — I cannot. 

Int. 65. — Can you say that there were no settlers at the 
farther end of the plain during that year ? 

Ans. — To the best of my knbwledge and belief there were 
none. 

InL 66. — Can you say that you saw no sheep pasture there 
during that year ? 

Ans. — I saw sheep there. 

Int. 67. — Were there few or many ? 

Ans. — ^I should say that thore were many* 
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InU 68. — Were they not regularly pastured there so long 
as the Company had sheep, in subsequent years ? 

Ans,' — ^I think they were. 

Int. 69. — Was not a large extent of land there enclosed by 
the Company's fences ? 

Arts. — A large extent of land had been enclosed ; the fences 
were down in many places; there may have been fields 
through which I had no occasion to pass, around which the 
fences were perfect. 

Int. 70. — Was it not the practice of the Company to repair 
the fences annually, during those feeasons of the year when 
it was necessary ? 

Arts. — I don't know as to the Mill Plain, but on the Fort 
Plain they kept their fences in good repair. 

Int. 71. — Can you [say] that in subsequent years after 1849 
you saw no cultivation of the farms at mill plain ? 

Ans. — ^I don't remember seeing any. 

Int. 72. — Of late years have you seen crops growing there; 

Ans. — ^I have, since it passed into the hands of American 
settlers. 

Int. 73. — Are those crops abundant and comparing favor- 
ably with those produced on good farming lands in the 
country ? 

Ana. — ^I think not. 

Int. 74. — ^For what, in your judgment, is that land most 
valuable? 

Ans. — I attach no value to it, or to the greater portion 
of it. 

Int. 75. — Was it not of great value to the Company for 
pasturage for tlieir stock, when the bottom lands were over- 
flowed? 

Ans. — That, with the other plains adjoining it, was the only 
pasturage that I know of during high water; I don't think 
that any stock other than sheep could be kept there any 
length of time. 

Int. 76. — Could they not be readily kept by the aid of 
large turnip fields. 

An%. — They could. 
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Int, 77. — Is not the soil of the Camas Plain very superior, 
and its pasturage of great v^ali^e? 

Arts. — The soil is very superior ; the pasturage is of no 
greater value than the bottom lands of the Columbia. 

Int. 78. — Are-they not of great value ? 

Ans, — They are, except when overflowed, for pasturage. 

Int 79. — Did not the* Government constantly hire pastur- 
age on the Camas Plain for its stock ? 

Ans. — I am not aware that the Government ever paid for 
pasturage on the Camas Plain, or any other plain ; between 
three and four hundred Government" mules were pastured on 
that plain during the summer of 1850. 

Int 80. — Has it not been used for pasturage since that 
time by the Government ? 

Ans. — I do not remember that the Government had any 
grazing camp on that plain later than 1850, although the 
animals may have gone there, and run there of their own 
accord. 

Int 81. — When was that plain taken up by settlers ? 

Ans. — The first settler that I remember there, was in 1852. 

hit 82. — Does not that plain now contain some of the best 
farms in the country ? 

An%. — I have been told so ; I have never visited any of the 
farmSjj^^cept the first one that I alluded to. 

Int 83. — State, if you know, the extent of that plain ? 

Ans. — I cannot speak positively; I thihk that it is five to 
six miles long, and will average two miles in width; I knew 
less of that plain tljan the others. 

Int 84. — Does not the timbered land near Vancouver pro- 
duce largely wild peas, which furnish food for stock during 
the summer months, when the bottom lands along the river 
are more or less overflowed ? 

Ans. — A greater part of it does. 

Int 85. — During what years has the town of Vancouver 
been most prosperous ? 

Ans. — From the spring of 1856 to the spring of 1860. 

Int. 86. — Was the garrison larger during those years than 
at any other time I 
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An8. — I can't say that it was; the prosperity was caused 
by that being the depot, at which were purchased all the 
material, except lumber, for building the posts east of the 
Cascade Mountains, as also the grain forage for those posts. 
Since 1860 a sufficiency of grain for the use of the posts 
east of the Cascades has been raised in their vicinity. 

Int, 87. — What posts were built east of the Cascades, be- 
tween 1856 and i860 ? 

Ans. — Fort Dalles, Fort Simcoe, Fort Walla- Walla, and 
Fort Colvile. 

Int. 88. — What posts have been erected since 1860? 

Ans. — Fort Boise; and I don't remember whether Lapwai 
was erected previous to 1860 or subsequently. 

Int 89. — Was not by far the largest part of the forage used 
by the Government between 1856 and 1860 purchased in 
California ? 

Ans. — Ifo, sir. 

Int. 90. — During that interval, what was the price of real 
estate in Vancouver ; I mean of lots within 100 yards of the 
river ? 

Ans. — I don't remember, if'l ever knew. 

Int. 91. — Do you know anything of the value of real estate 
in Vancouver during that time ? 

Ans. — No. 

Int. 92. — From whom did Captain Ingalls purchase the 
property mentioned by you in your examination in chief? 
• Ans. — One of the Short heirs; I don't remember his name. 

Int. 93. — How far was that land from the Company's fort? 

Ans. — About half a mile. 

Int. 94. — Was not that land within the lines of what was 
claimed by the Company as their possessory right ? 

Ans. — It was. 

Int. 95. — ^Did not Captain Ingalls, when he purchased that 
land, propose to erect a wharf there, in the expectation that 
it would be found to be at the head of ship navigation ? 

Ans. — I don't know. 

Int. 96. — Have you not heard him so state, or something 
similar thereto ? 
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Ans. — I am not positive, but I think that he and Mr. 
Vaughn, who owned property adjoining, did talk of erect- 
ing a wharf. 

Int. 97. — Since that time has he not had opportunities of 
selling it at a larger price than that named ? 

Ans. — Xot to my knowledge ; I have been his agent since 
1860, and have used every exertion to sell it for a higher 
price, without success. 

Int. 98. — Is not Captain, now General Ingalls, an owner 
of real estate in Portland? If so, state to what extent. 
(Objected to as immaterial and not pertinent cross-exami- 
nation.) 

Ans, — ^He is ; he owns fifteen acres within the city limits. 

InL 99. — ^What do you estimate the present value of that 
land to be ? 

J.M«.— $20,000; I have been offered $17,000. 

Int. 100. — State whether, since 1856, you have owned any 
real estate in Vancouver. 

Ans. — 1 have; I owned the undivided half of a house and 
lot in Vancouver, and a house on the Government reserve. 

Int. 101. — What price did you obtain for your property, 
and whore was it situated ? 

Ans. — ^The house on the Government reserve I sold for 
$1,000; it cost me §3,500. The other property was on Main 
street, in the business part of the town ; we paid $300 for 
that property; the house cost that much; we sold it for 
$900, during one of the periodical excitements about the 
capital being removed to Vancouver. 

Int. 10± — ^While you owned it, for how much was it rented 
per month ? 

An*. — ^For $25 ; I had rented it before we bought it to the 
Indian Department, 

Int, 103. — ^Did you ever own a block in the rear of the 
town? 

An^ — Ifo, sir. 

Int^ 104. — ^Bt what kind of title did Captain Ingalls re- 
ceive and dispose of his land ? 
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Ans. — ^I don't know the nature of the deed he received; 
when he sold he gave a quit-claim deed. 

Int. 105. — ^By what sort of title are lots disposed of in Van- 
couver, so far as you know ? 

Ans, — I don't know. 

Int. 106. — Do you not know what sort of a title you re- 
ceived and gave for the house and lot mentioned by you ? 

Ans. — I received and gave a quit-claim. 

Int. 107. — How much of the mile square at Vancouver 
would you not give government price for, and what part of 
that land, alluding to the 20th direct interrogatory? 

Ans. — The north half. 

Int. 108. — Do you not know that land adjacent to the north 
half of the reserve is now selling at from $300 to $400 an acre ? 

Ans. — No, sir. 

Int. 109. — Do you know what General Harney gave for a 
block in that vicinity? 

Ans. — I don't remember the price ; I never knew it. 

Int. 110. — From whom did General Harney purchase the 
land mentioned by you in answer to the 20th direct inter- 
rogatory ? 

Ans. — J. W. Nye. 

Int. 111. — Was not that land part of what was claimed by 
the Company, and were not their fences upon it when it was 
purchased by General Harney? 

Ans. — It was part of the land claimed by the Company; 
there was a fence on a portion of the west line, erected by 
Alexander Pambrun ; [ don't think there was any other 
fence on the place; I know that General Harney immediately 
enclosed a portion of it with a new fence. 

Int. 112. — Do you not know that, in 1859, when complaint 
was made to General Harney, by the agent of the Company 
on account of this purchase, he relinquished in writing all 
occupation of the land. (Objected to by counsel of the 
United States, because the writing is the best evidence, and 
no attempt is made to account for its non-production. The 
counsel now demands the production and inspection of the 
writing alluded to, if any such exists. The counsel for the 
10 



146 

Hudson's Bay Company hereby gives notice that a letter 
signed by General Harney, dated April 4, 1859, in which he 
informs the agent of the Hudson's Bay Company that he 
has relinquished the occupation of the land referred to in 
the above question, is filed before the Commission, before 
whom this proceeding is pending, and therefore the original 
letter cannot be here produced.) 

Ans. — This is the first time that ever I have heard of it; 
I know that he never relinquished possession. 

Int. 113. — ^Do you know the price per acre paid for that 
land by General Harney ? 

Ans, — I don't know; I have the deed in ray possession ; 
I think it did n^t exceed $10 an acre. 

Int. 114. — What sort of land is that; is it timbered or 
cleared ? 

Ans. — A greater portion of it is timber. 

Int. 115. — Is there any tillable land within that 110 acres; 
if so, how much ? 

Ans, — About twenty acres, I think ; what I mean by tilla- 
ble land is, land cleared ready for the plow. 

Int. 116. — How fiir is this land from the Company's fort? 

Ans. — I should say a short mile. 

Int. 117. — How wide is Ryan's claim between Harney's 
land and the reserve ? 

Ans. — ^I think that it is less than three-quarters of a mile. 
, Int. 118. — On the Harney land, is there any bottom ground ? 

Ans. — ^None. 

Int. 119. — How do you know that the building there cost 
$2,000? 

Ans. — By seeing many of the bills, and by paying most of 
the bills myself. 

Int. 120. — What sort of title do you propose to give for 
this property, as agent for General Harney, in case a sale is 
made? 

Ans. — ^I have not thought of it at all,, but I will give any 
title the purchaser demands. 

Int, 121. — Will you give a warrantee deed against all per* 
wma whatever? 
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An9, — I will. 

InL 122. — Are you authorized to make any such title ? 

Alts. — I haye never examined the power of attorney very 
closely, but I think I am. 

Lit 123. — When you say that you wouldn't give Govern- 
ment price for the north half of the mile square at Vancou- 
ver, and that you suppose a part of the farming land would 
be worth about $10 an acre, do you mean to say that the 
site, considering its location upon the Columbia river, its 
vicinity to the town, and to the ac^acent farming country, is 
wprth only the price named ? 

Ana. — I do. # 

InL 124. — If you were owner of it, would you sell it for 
that sura ? 

Ans. — I would. 
. InL 125. — If you had owned it in 1849, would you have 
sold it for that sum ? 

Ans. — I would not. 

InL 126. — What, then, would you have considered its 
value ? 

Ans. — I never fixed any value on it, but then believed that 
there would, eventually, be a town of some importance on 
that ground; in fact, there was a county seat laid out on it. 

InL 127.— Do you not believe that, if in 1849 or 1850, the 
Company had sold lots below the post and along the river, 
they could have realized a very large amount of money 
thereby? (Objected to, because the United States has not 
contracted to pay the Company what they might have made, 
but for whatever rights they had in arid after 1863. The 
counsel for the Company insists that the foregoing objection 
is improper, because it contains matter to be disposed of by 
the Commission, and not by counsel in objection to interrog- 
atories.) 

Ans. — I don't think that any one would have purchased 
land of the Hudson's Bay Company outside of their enclo- 
sures ; they had no enclosures, acknowledged to be theirs, 
within one mile of the fort — down stream — except garden 
patches adjoining the cabins of their servants. 



148 

Int. 128. — What do you mean by acknowledged to be 
theirs ? 

Arts. — It was claimed by Short, and in his possession. 

Int. 129. — Did be claim that he erected tkera ? 

Ans. — I don't know. 

Int. 130. — Were they not as old fences, and precisely like 
others of the Company in the vicinity? 

Ans. — They were. 

Int. 131. — Were there not large enclosures west and south 
of the fort which, if sold in lots, would have afforded room 
for the business of a large town ? 

Ans. — From the western line of pickets to the western line 
of their enclosures did not exceed 300 yards, in my opinion, 
from the front line of these enclosures; they did not extend 
to the river at that time; to the north of the line of their 
enclosure did not exceed one-quarter of a mile. 

Int. 132. — At the time you built the house referred to in 
your testimony, did not the Company protest against your 
putting it up? 

Ans. — I have no recollection of it. 

Int. 133. — Do you noX know that it was the subject of 
correspondence between the military authorities and the 
Company at that time ? 

Ans. — I do not. 

Int. 134. — Did not the Company have good roads from 
the fort to the farms in all parts of the tract claimed by 
them ? 

Ans.—l think they never did anything more than to cut 
the brush out of the roads where there was timber, and to use 
the same trail where they travelled through the prairies long 
enough to make a road; they built a bridge across the creek 
back of the fort, but that had ceased to be passable when I 
arrived in the country, and it was never repaired. 

Ifit. 135. — Having expressed your opinion as to the manner 
in which the Company made the roads, will you now say 
whether they were in good condition. 

^715.— For carts and two-horse wagons, with light loads, 
they were^ 
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Int, 136. — When you say that the only use to which the 
Company's buildings could be put, after 1849, was for stow- 
ing hay, do you mean to say that the use to which they were 
put for storing and selling merchandise and quartermaster 
and commissary's property for several years was an improper 
or unfit one? 

Am. — I do. 

Int 136. — Why was it unfit, so far as the sale store was 
concerned ; was not that water-tight, secure and convenient, 
as any other place of trade in the country? 

Ans, — I believe the store was water-tight, but I considered 
it unfit for any other kind of trade than the one they carried 
on, it being the Indian trade at that time ; it was dark, cold, 
and all the inside work of the roughest character. 

Int. 138. — How many windows were there in the lower 
story ? 

Ans. — I don't remember, but they were very small win- 
dows, small glass, such as [is] never used in sale stores. 

Int. 139. — State whether in 1849 the Government was not 
ready to purchase all the farm produce that could be pro- 
duced about Vancouver? 

Ans. — i. think not; they had no use for a large supply. 

Int. 140. — Did it not have use, in subsequent years; for all 
that could be produced ? 

Ans. — Yes, sir. 

Int. 141. — How much hay was annually purchased, and 
what price, if you recollect ? 

Ans. — I don't remember the quantity purchased ; I don't 
think it was less than 200 tons a year after 1849 ; the price 
varied from $15 to $30 a ton. 

Int. 142. — What was the average yield of hay per acre on 
the Fort and Lower Plains ? 

Ans. — I couldn't say ; I don't know. 

Int. 143. — How many oats were purchased annually, and 
at what price ? 

Ans. — I don't remember. 

Int. 144. — Can you say what M^as the yield per acre of oats 
on the Concipany's farm ? 
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Ans. — I cannot 

Ini, 146. — Do you know how much wheat was purchased, 
and at what price ? 

A7\s, — I am not aware of their purchasing any wheat. 

Ivt, 146. — From whom did the Government obtain its 
bocf cattle ? 

An9. — John Switzler supplied them with beef principally 
from the spring of 1849 to the spring of 1853 ? 

Int. 147. — What price was paid, and how much was pur- 
chased annually ? 

Ans. — I think the price would average for those years 
mentioned eighteen cents, delivered to the commissary; I 
have no idea of the amount. 

Int. 148. — Did not Switzler obtain the cattle to fill his con- 
tract chiefly from the Company ? 

Ans. — He did not ; the cattle for the largest contract filled 
by him were purchas/sd of Waldo, of the Waldo Hills, near 
Salem. 

Int. 149. — Was it not generally understood that many of 
the Company's cattle, horses, and other stock, were killed or 
stolen by settlers ? (Objected to, because no claim is made 
in the memorial on this account, and because common under- 
standing is not evidence.) 

Ans. — ^Yes, very many. 

Int. 150. — Do you not believe that since 1849, after the 
discovery of gold in California, any well organized company 
having undisturbed possession of the tract of land like that 
claimed by the Hudson's Bay Company in the vicinity of 
Vancouver, could have made very large yearly profits by the 
sale of live stock and all kinds of produce at Portland, and 
other places in the vicinity, as well as by exportation of the 
same to California and to the British Possessions? 

Ans. — They could have made, by sales in the vicinity of 
Vancouver and exportation to California, up to 1853, very 
large profits; about the latter part of 1853 the price of cattle 
declined very materially. When the Frazer river mines 
were discovered, there was again a demand for cattle and 
produce, which lasted at high figures probably one year. 
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Int. 151. — ^Did not Captain Wallen and Captain Grant 
lease from fhe Company land for the purpose of raising 
vegetables, in 1853? If so, state the amount of land hired^ 
and the price paid, if you know. 

Arts. — They did ; I don't know the amount of land hired; 
I don't think they paid anything, as the crop was destroyed 
by high waters. 

Int. 152. — Can you give the cost of clearing and fencing 
land in this country ? 

Ans, — I don't know anything about the cost of fencing; 
I don't think, judging from my own experience, that an acre 
of land in the forest back of Vancouver can be thoroughly 
cleared and grubbed for less than $150— all the stumps taken 
out. 

Int 153. — Do you know anything of any sales of real 
estate in the vicinity of Vancouver, outside of the town 
site ? 

Arts. — I have understood, hearsay, that Mrs. Malick sold 
to Charles Preux a small tract of land on the bank of the 
Columbia river, about one and a half miles below Vancou- 
ver, for $100 per acre ; I believe it to be a fact ; it was be- 
tween 1856 and 1860. 

InU 154. — ^Do you know of any other sales? 

Arts. — ^No, sir. 

Int 155. — Can you tell the present population of Clarke 
county, embracing Fort Vancouver and the tract of land 
named? 

Ans. — I cannot, 

Int 156. — Are you not personally and more directly in- 
terested in the growth and prosperity of Portland than of 
Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I am ; but my interest in Vancouver would have been 
much greater than it is 'in Portland, had I not lacked confi- 
dence in the future growth and prosperity of the former place. 

InU 157. — What caused you to lack confidence, as stated? 

Ans, — The limited extent of farming land near Vancouver, 
and the constant shifting of the bars in the Columbia river 
down the stream. 
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Int. 158. — Did not the controversies in regard to titles at 
Vancouver seriously retard its growth and proSperity ? 

Ans. — I think the growth of Vancouver was retarded, in 
the first place, more by the large military reservation which 
was first declared there; the settlers, other than those ali eady 
on the ground, were prevented from making improvements. 
I don't think that there was any question of title as to the 
Short claim on which the present town of Vancouver is 
principally located. 

I7it 159. — Do you not know that the Surveyor General of 
Oregon refused to allow any notification to be made for the 
Short claim ? 

JLn5.— I do not. 

Int, 160. — Were you not clerk or agent of tlie quarter- 
master's department in 1860, when the Company were re- 
moved by order of General Harney, and as such, did you not 
take an active part in dispossessing the Compjfny and its 
servants? (Objected to, because the question assumes that 
the Company was removed from Vancouver by order of 
General Harney, which is not true in fact, as the Company's 
agents voluntarily removed.) 

Ans. — I was clerk or agent in 1860, and never took any 
active part in dispossessing the Hudson's Bay Company, but 
was ordered to remove some houses, only one of which I think 
was occupied at the time, and all of which were outside of the 
Company's enclosures, whiclh orders I obeyed. 

Int. 161. — Who owned those houses of which you speak? 

Ans. — The Hudson's Bay Company. 

Int. 162. — When j'-ou destroyed these houses, did you not 
deprive the Company of their use, and dispossess them? 

Ans. — The Company were not using the houses, and had 
not used the houses, with the exception of the one I have 
spoken of, for over one year previously, according to the 
best of my recollection. 

Int 163. — Was not the one occupied, the dwelling-house 
of one of the Company's servants, and had it not been for 
several years? 
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Ans, — One of the houses was occupied by some Kanakas, 
and had been constantly occupied since May, 1849. 

Int. 164. — Were not some of these houses the same build- 
ings that the Government had formerly hired from the Com- 
pany, paying rent therefor ? 

Ans. — ITo, sir ; the only building occupied by the Govern- 
ment in that vicinity had been removed some years 
previous. 

Int. 165. — ^Do you mean to say that the Company, by leav- 
ing those buildings unoccupied, had lost its ownership of 
them, so that when you destroyed them you did not dis- 
possess the Company of them ? 

Ans. — I mean to say that the Company, by not occupying 
those buildings, showed that they did not consider them fit to 
occupy, as they really were not, and that they had virtually 
abandoned them ; they were an an eye-sore and a harbor for 
drunker^ Indians. 

Int. 166. — Do you mean to say that, the house occupied 
was such a harbor ? 

Ans. — I mean to say that the house that was occupied was 
a harbor for drunken Kanakas ; I have frequently known 
Captain Ingalls to get up at night and quell disturbances 
around that house. 

Int. 167. — If the Company owned those buildings, and 
saw fit to leave them vacant, did you not dispossess the 
Company by destroying them ? 

Ans. — Yes, I suppose it can be so construed that it dispos- 
sessed them of those buildings. 

Int. 168. — ^Was not the stable which had been used by the 
Company ever since you went there, one of the buildings 
destroyed by you ? 

Ans. — I believe that I did. 

Int. 169. — Was not that occupied at the time by the Com- 
pany? 

Ans. — I think not, but the building was utterly worthless; 
there was more fear of losing their horses if kept inside 
than any other way ; it was propped up on every side. 

Int. 170. — Even if an old building, and such an one as 
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you describe, had the Company ever authorized Government 
officers to take possession of or destroy it, to your knowl- 
edge ? 

Arts, — They had not ; I believe they remonstrated against it. 

Int. 171. — Do you not recollect that that stable had been 
repaired not long previously ? 

Arts. — I do not, although I believe it required constant 
repairs to keep it from falling down. 

Int. 172.— Was it not a new stable after 1850 ? 

Arts. — I think that it was the same stable that stood there 
in 1849, when I arrived at Vancouver. 

Int. 173. — ^Do you not know that military officers, in 1860, 
also removed the fences around the fields of the Company ? 
• Ans. — I believe that they did, and enlarged the enclosures. 

Int. 174. — Were not the fields of the Company thrown 
open, so that they were without value for cultivation ? 

Ans. — A portion of them were ; in 1860 the Hudson's 
Bay Company were not in possession of any fields other than 
those immediately around the fort, and part of those were 
occupied by the military as^ gardens, by permission of the 
Hudson's Bay Company, 

Int. 175. — Were not the fences on the western side of the 
fort destroyed by the military authorities, in spite of the re- 
monstrance of the Company ? 

Ans. — They were removed ; I can't say that they were 
destroyed ; and I believe the Company remonstrated. I was 
not correct in stating that the rails were used for another 
enclosure at that time ; the fence Was built some time after- 
wards. 

Int. 176.— Was not the landing jetty of the Company torn 
down and a wharf erected by the military authorities on its 
site? 

An%. — Yes. 

Int. 177. — Was not the salmon store, a large building 
belonging to the Company, destroyed or removed by mili- 
tary order ? 

Ans. — It was ; but I think that it was after the Company 
left ; but of that I am not certain. 
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Int. 178. — ^Do you not know that the Company had cor- 
rals which were also destroyed by military order in 1860, or 
previous ? 

Am. — I remember one corral owned or used by the Hud- 
son's Bay Company ; it was taken down by the military in 
1850 or 1851, on account of its insecurity, and a new one 
erected in its place by the quartermaster, and used jointly 
with the Hudson's Bay Company; I do not recollect any 
any other corral. 

Int. 179. — ^In the various estimates you have given as to 
the value of difterent tracts of land, is your evidence based 
merely on common observation, or special consideration 
given to this subject, as being conversant with the business 
of farming, as well as informed as to the returns per acre at 
different places and in different years, by those who are now 
cultivating the land formerly cleared, broken up, and en- 
closed by the Hudson's Bay Company ? 

Alls. — My opinion of the value of the land is formed from 
ordinary observation while passing through the country and 
observing the difference in the appearance of the crops in 
different localities ; I have very little knowledge of farming, 
and don't know that I am a judge of soil. 

Questions by W. C. Johnson^ Esq. 

Int. 1. — Are .the roads about Vancouver better than the 
roads overland of the same character generally in Oregon ? 

Ans, — I know of no land of the same character in Oregon ; 
they are better than the ordinary roads in Oregon on which 
I have travelled, owing to the nature of the soil and face of 
the country. The roads leading to most of the plains before 
mentioned pass over gravelly soil. 

Int. 2. — How were [did] the controversies about titles in 
Portland, as affecting value, compare with the controversies at 
Vancouver? (Objected to as immaterial, incompetent, and 
irrelevant.) 

Ans. — The controversies in Portland, I think, were much 
greater than at Vancouver. 
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Int. 3. — What notice, if any, was given to the Company 
in 1860, about removing their buildings and fences, if they 
considered them of any value? (Objected to, because it is 
not the proper mode of proof, and is incompetent, because 
it is immaterial, the Government being in the occupation of 
the land by permission of and subject to the rights of the 
Hudson's Bay Company, and any notice, even if given by a 
tenant to the owner, amounts to nothing.) 

Ans. — ^A letter was written by the United States quarter- 
master to the officer in charge of the Hudson's Bay fort. 

IriL 4. — Wliat is the amount of your interest in Portland? 

Ans. — I own about five blocks and a half; I suppose they 
are worth about $25,000. 

Int. 5. — State whether the Hudson's Bay Company were* 
allowed the free use of the wharf erected at Vancouver by 
the Government. 

Ans. — They were. 

Int. 6. — Which was most convenient for the Company's 
use, the old jetty or this wharf? (Objected to as immaterial, 
the Company having a right to use their own property in 
their own way vdthout obstruction, or the destruction of 
any of it. 

Ans. — It don't admit of comparison ; the jetty was insecure, 
and not capable of sustaining much weight, and could only 
be used at high water; whereas, the wharf is a splendid 
structure, capable of being used at every stage of water. 

Questions by L. Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1. — What was the cost of that wharf and the adjacent 
stores ? 

Ans. — I don't know. 

Int. 2.— Can you tell within $50,000 of what it and the 
adjacent buildings cost? " • 

Ans. — I don't think it cost $50,000 ; it may have ; there 
were other buildings going on at the same time. 

Int. 3. — Do you not know that the Company remonstrated 
against the destruction of their property, and offered to lease 
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the Government a wharf privilege there for $1,500 a year, 
which was refused — the jetty destroyed, and the wharf built 
in spite of the remonstrance ? 

Ans, — The Hudson's Bay Company always remonstrated 
against the removal of any of their buildings; I do not know 
that they offered to lease a wharf site, but do know that the 
jetty was torn down in spite of such remonstrance. 

Int 4.— T- What do you mean by saying that controversies 
about titles in Portland are much greater than in Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I mean that I do not believe that the question of 
title ever affected the sale of any property at Vancouver off 
the military reserve, whereas, in this town, until very lately, 
there has been great dispute about title, and many of the 
titles are to this day imperfect. 

Int 4. — Do you mean to say that there is no question 
about the title to the town site of Vancouver outside of the 
military reserve ? 

Arts. — In my opinion, there is not; there has been an 
attempt made by the Roman Catholic church to set up a 
fraudulent claim to the town site, which for a time disturbed 
the title to the land between the Short claim and the military 
reserve ; that disturbance has been quieted, I believe, by the 
counsel of Mr. Ilolbrook. 

InL 6. — Up to 1860, when the Hudson^s Bay Company 
withdrew from Vancouver, were not their rights considered 
as affecting the title? 

Ans. — They were not. 

Int. 7. — Have not other parties also set up titles to the 
town site of Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I think not to any part of the Short claim, but to 
the slip of land between the reserve and the Short claim; 
claims were set up by two parties. 

L. Brooke. 

Portland, Oregon, August 8, 1866. 
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United States of America, 1 
District of Oregon. J ^^* 

I, Kalph Wilcox, clerk of the district court of the United 
States for the district of Oregon, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing depositions, hereto annexed, of J. C. Ainsworth, W. 
W. Chapman, A. L. Lovejoy, A. C. Gibbs, M. M. MeCarver, 
A. P. Ankeny, S. M. Gilmore, Joseph L. Meek, W. F. Tol- 
mie, M. P. Deady, J. Q. Thornton, and Lloyd Brooke, wit- 
nesses produced by and on behalf of the United States, in the 
matter of the claim of the Hudson's Bay Company against the 
United States, before the British and American Joint Com- 
mission for the adjustment of the same, were taken before me, 
at my office in the city of Portland, district of Oregon, and 
reduced to writing by myself, in the presence of W. C. 
Johnson, Esq., attorney for the United States, and A. Hol- 
brook, Esq., attorney for the Hudson's Bay Company, begin- 
ning on the 25th day of July, A. D. 1866, and continuing 
froin day to day until the 8th day of August, A. D. 1866, 
" according to the several dates appended to said depositions, 
when they were signed respectively. 

I furljier certifj^ that to each of said witnesses, before his 
examination, I administered the following oath : 

" You do solemnly swear that the evidence which you shall 
give in the matter of the claim of the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany against the United States shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God.'* 

That after the same was redticed to writing, the deposition 
of each witness was carefully read to him and then signed 
by him in my presence. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and 
P -. affixed the peal of said court, this ninth day of 
L^' ^•-' August, A. D. 1866. 

RALPH WKCOX, Clerk. 



BRITISH AND AMERICAN JOINT COMMISSION 



HUDSON'S BAY AND PUGET'S SOUND AGEICUL- 
TURAL COMPANIES' CLAIMS. 



In the matter of the Claim of the Hvdson^s Bay Company vs. the 

United States. 

Depositions of witnesses sworn and examined in the city of 
Astoria, county of Clatsop, and State of Oregon, before 
me, J. G. Hustler, county clerk of said county, by vir- 
tue of a verbal agreement made and entered into in my 
presence between W. C; Johnson, Esq., as counsel for 
the United Stntes, and Amory Holbrook, Esq., as coun- 
sel for the Hudson's Bay Company, in the matter of the 
claim of the Hudson's Bay Company against the United 
States of America. 

Testimony of W. H. Gray. 

W. H. Grayy a witness produced on behalf of the United 
States, deing duly sworn, deposeth as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation ? 

^ns. — My age, fifty-six ; residence, Astoria, Oregon ; occu- 
pation at present, inspector of customs; cabinet-maker by 
profession. 

Int. 2. — When and by what route did you come to Ore- 
gon, and at w^hat place have you since resided ? 

Ans. — I came to Oregon in 1836, by way of Missouri, 
Platte and Green river ; Fort Hall ; Boise; Walla-Walla, and 
Vancouver; I have resided at Wailatpu or Whitman's Mission; 
Lapwai or Spaulding's Mission ; at or near Salem,, Oregon ;. 
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Oregon City; Clatsop Plains; Astoria; Fort Hope; British 
Columbia; Okanagan; Portland; Dalles City, and at present 
Astoria. 

Int. 3. — ^In what capacity and for what purpose did you 
first cross the Rocky Mountains? 

Ans, — I came in the capacity of secular agent, mechanic 
and teacher to the Mission of the A, B. C. F. M.,then about 
being established in the country, in connection with Rev. H. 
H. Spaulding and Doctor Marcus Whitman and their wives. 

Int. 4. — State whether you returned to the Eastern States ? 
If so, when, and how did you come back to Oregon? 

Ana, — I remained in the country during the fall of 1836 
and 1837; assisted Doctor Whitman and Mr. Spaulding in 
putting up their buildings at their respective stations until 
late in December of 1836, from thence I was directed by the 
Mission to proceed to Vancouver, present my credentials to 
the gentlemen in charge of Vancouver, procure an outfit 
and return to the United States by way of Spokan, Flat- 
head, and travel with the Flathead tribe, and from thence 
return to the American rendezvous, and thence to the United 
States, and report to the A. B. C. F. M., and procure associ- 
ates or assistants, and return to the Mission in 1838. I ob- 
tained, or the board obtained, three families; and at Cincin- 
nati I arranged, on my own responsibility, with a young 
man named Rogers, also a wife for myself in New York, and 
returned to the country, making a detour on to Wind river, 
and thence returned by way of Fort Hall and Bois^ to Whit- 
man's Mission. (The foregoing answer objected to by coun- 
sel for the Hudson's Bay Company, because it is immaterial, 
excepting so far as it is responsive to the interrogatory.) 

Int. 5. — When you first came to the country, and in the 
immediately following years, what was the polic}'- of the 
Hudson's Bay Company with reference to the general settle- 
ment of Oregon by Americans? State any facts in your 
knowledge pertinent to this object. (Objected to as immate- 
rial and irrelevant.) 
Ans. — The policy of the Company, as made known to me 
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by John McLeod, Thomas McKay, P. C Pambrun, John 
McLoughlin, James Douglas, Francis Ermatinger, and, I 
think, Mr. Simpson, was to discourage and dissuade all 
American settlement in the country ; this policy was made 
known to me first at rendezvous on Green river by McLeod 
and McKay; afterwards, by Mr. Pambrun, Ermatinger, Doc- 
tor McLoughlin, and Mr. Douglas ; first, in refusing to allow 
our Mission to engage men such as was deemed necessary to 
assist in erecting the Mission establishments; afterwards, by 
Doctor McLoughlin and Mr. Douglas, in declining to allow the 
Mission to bring men or laborers from the Sandwich Islands in 
their ships, which was a prominent reason for my being sent 
back to the States to bring a reinforcement to the Mission 
across the mountains. In the mountains I obtained the con- 
sent of Mr. Ermatinger to bring a carpenter and blacksmith, 
under a contract drawn by him, for the services of the Mis- 
sion, upon conditions that those men were to receive only 
the wages given to the servants of the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany, and not to trade any goods they might receive for their 
pay for services to the Indians for furs, or interfere with the 
Company's trade in any manner. 

Int. 6. — What experience, if any, have you had in the 
erection of adobe buildings, in Columbia Valley, in the early 
history of the country ? 

Ans. — I superintended the erection of those at Dr. Whit- 
man's station ; I also figured with Mr. McKinlay, of Fort 
Walla- Walla, as to the erection of that establishment, and 
have also made calculations as to the expense of erecting the 
ordinary common wooden buildings of the country, and have 
found that the adobe buildings were the least expensive ; but 
while adobe measuring a square foot, with the labor that 
then was in the ccyintry and could be had, would cost from 
two to two and a half cents per foot, sawed lumber would 
cost ten cents per foot, and that the adobe buildings at the 
Mission were nearly equal, if not superior to most that 
there was at Walla- Walla, which did not cost, according to 
McKinlay and myself, to exceed ^1,000. (The foregoing 
12 
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answer, after the word " establishment'' was objected to, 
because it is immaterial and not responsive to the inter- 
rogatory.) 

Int. 7. — State whether you saw the adobe fort at Walla- 
Walla, built by Archibald McKinlay about 1842? If so, 
how frequently were you there before and after that time J 
also state how the amount of buildings superintended by 
you at the Whitman Mission, would compare with the extent 
of buildings at Walla-Walla? 

Arts. — I was there as often as once a month, or oftener, 
until late in September, 1842; the buildings were nearly 
equal in extent at Whitman's Mission to those at Walla- 
Walla, and Mr. McKinlay repeatedly said they were of a 
better quality and workmanship. (The foregoing answer 
objected to by counsel of Hudson's Bay Company, from 
the word " Walla- Walla," because it is not responsive to 
the question, but it is a voluntary statement by the witness.) 

Int 8. — ^What, in your judgment, was the cost and value 
of the adobe fort and buildings of the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany, at Walla- Walla? 

Arts. — The cost, I do not think, exceeded fifty pounds 
sterling; their value would depend upon the object the 
person had in erecting or keeping them ; I think the value 
would not exceed $1,000. 

Int 9. — ^Did you have any conversation with Mr. McKin- 
lay about the cost of erecting Walla- Walla ? If, so, state 
when it was, and what he said. 

Ans. — I had frequent conversations with McKinlay, before 
and after the wooden stockade was burnt, in reference to re- 
building the fort ; the conversations occurred about the time 
that the fort was burnt ; I think it was in 1841 ; in those 
conversations we estimated the expense of building with 
wood or adobe; he said he was satisfied it was cheapest and 
best to build with adobe. 

Int. 10. — ^Did Mr. McKinlay name any sum as about the cost 
of the fort, after it was completed ? If so, state what it was. 

Ans. — My impression is that he stated distinctly that one 
hundred pounds sterling, or less, would cover the entire cost 
of the Company. 
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Int. 11. — Was there any lumber used in building Walla- 
Walla ? If so, about how much, and for what purpose. 

An9. — There was some used for floors, tables, or counters, 
and I think there were some shelves put up. Of course there 
' were windows, doors, and such things. I do not think they 
exceeded 3,000 feet. 

Int. 12. — When and how many times were you at Fort 
Hall? 

Ans. — I was there in August, 1836, June, 1837, and Au- 
gust, 1838 ; passed again in August, 1853. 

Int. 13. — At about what sum would you estimate the cost 
of Fort Halll 

Ans. — At less than the cost of building Walla- Walla. 

Int. 14. — How many times and when were you at Fort 
Boise? 

Ans. — I passed what was called Fort Boisd in 1836, and 
again in 1338 and again in 1853. In 1838 and 1853 it was 
at or near the mouth of the Boisd river. 

Int. 15. — What would you say of the cost of Fort Boise ? 

Ans. — I should say it cost less than Fort Hall, as it was 
more of a stopping place. 

Int. 16. — At about what price per acre would you esti- 
mate the lands near Forts Boise and Hall respectively ? 

Ans. — The price would depend upon the purposes for 
which the land was to be used; if for farming purposes, the 
cost of irrigation would be more than their value; if for 
grazing purposes, it would depend upon the amount of stock 
the parties owning would wish to put npon them or the 
amount of grass that would be produced. I do not think 
their value would exceed one dollar and a quarter an acre, 
the Government price. 

Int. 17. — ^How frequently were you at Vancouver in 1846 
and years immediately succeeding, say up to 1850 ? 

Ans. — I think I was there three times in 1846 ; I have been 
there frequently, that is at different years; I do not know how 
many times. 

Int. 18. — In what state of repair were the Company's 
buildings and fences at and about Vancouver in 1846 ? 
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A'm. — The new buildings at the fort were, I think, in the best 
repair; I have seen them either before or since; the fences 
and farm improvements were not in as good repair as I have 
seen them before ; I think that was in 1836. 

Int. 19. — State generally in what condition the Company 
kept these buildings and farms in after years? 

An%. — The new buildings appeared to be kept up; the 
farms and out-buildings seemed to be neglected. All the 
old buildings were propped up, and were in a miserable con- 
dition generally. There seemed to be a general neglect 
about farms, as compared with 1836. 

Int 20. — Describe the character of the buildings at Van- 
couver and the manner of their construction ? 

Ans. — The store houses were built generally with frames, 
upright posts, grooved from six to ten feet apart; these 
grooved posts were filled with hewed timber, so as to make 
them about a story and a half; including the roof, it would 
be two stories ; all of them in 1836 were covered with sawed 
boards of the roughest workmanship, and all the buildings 
were of the roughest workmanship ; those that were put up 
in 1846 were of a different construction, better material, and 
covered with shingles, and of better workmanship: they 
were rough in their construction — what were called rough 
buildings. 

Int 21. — How many new buildings did you observe there 
in 1846 ? 

Ans, — My impression is that there were two large store 
houses, and my impression is that some of the old buildings 
were re-covered with shingles; I am pretty certain that is 
the fact. 

Int. 22. — At about what sum would you estimate the cost 
of one of those storehouses, one hundred by forty feet, con- 
structed in this rough manner you have described ? 

Ans, — ^I should think that they could have been put up 
for from five hundred to one thousand dollars at that time, 
judging from the price of buildings I put up myself in other 
places. 

InL 23. — At what times and places in Oregon have you 
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erected buldings, besides those at Whitman's station, already 
referred to ? 

Arts. — I have put up buildings near Salem, Oregon City? 
Clatsop, and Astoria. 

Int. 24. — Are you acquainted with the fishing station of 
the Company called Chinook or Pillar Rock ? If so, state 
when you first saw it, and how long you have known it since. 

Ans, — There was a place, a salmon fishery near Pillar 
Bock, in 1844 ; I have passed the place again in 1846, and 
frequently since then ; I have never seen anything there, or 
in that vicinity, excepj: some temporary sheds, and a few 
tanks or barrels for salting salmon. 

Int 25. — In what manner were these sheds or buildings 
constructed ? 

Ans. — I always thought they were put up by the Indians 
for the accommodation of the temporary salmon trader; 
they consisted of four posts set in the ground, some split 
cedar puncheons fastened up around the sides by withes and 
old ropes covered with poles and split puncheons ; I never 
supposed the Company had any pretensions to claim those 
buildings. (The last sentence objected to as not responsive 
to the interrogatory, and because it is mere supposition.) 

Int. 26. — Who was the temporary salmon trader in charge 
there in 1844 and 1846 ? 

Ans. — I do not recollect the name. 

Int. 27. — Up to what time did the Company continue the 
use of this fishing station ? 

Ans. — ^I could not say the time they abandoned it; my 
impression is they left it in 1846 or 1848. 

Int. 28. — ^When did you commence residing on Clatsop 
plains, near Astoria, and how long did you remain there ? 

Ans. — In 1846, I remained there about nine years. 

Int. 29. — State what acquaintance during that time you 
had with the Company's establishment at Fort George or 
Astoria ? 

Ans. — I was frequently at Astoria and in the buildings. 

Int. 30. — ^What was the number and character of the 
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buildings at that post, and in what state of repair were they 
kept ? 

Ana. — There was one house having two rooms, and a kind 
of a lean-to for a kitchen, in which Mr. Birnie resided, made 
in the French style. There was another, or perhaps two 
huts or places, occupied by men who kept the place ; there 
was also a place used for salting and storing salmon, and 
a small place where there were a few goods kept. I think 
that is the amount of buildings and improvements about the 
establishment; they were all of the roughest character; I 
think they were all unpainted; I think Mr. Birnie's house 
may have been whitewashed. 

Int. 31. — About what was that lot of buildings worth at 
the date of the treaty in 1846 ? 

Ans. — I do not consider they were worth anything. 

Int. 32. — What became of these buildings ? 

Ans, — They rotted down, and were removed. 

Int. 33. — Up to what time did the Company continue to 
occupy them ? 

Ans. — I do not know ; Mr. Lattie, I think, occupied them 
after Mr. Birnie left ; Mr. Birnie made his arrangements to 
leave soon after I came down in 1846 or 1847. 

Int. 34. — State whether or not the military interfered in 
any way with the Company's property during the brief time 
they were at Astoria? (Objected to as leading.) 

Ans. — I do not think they did; I think Mr. Lattie had left 
before the military had come. 

Int. 35. — ^Were you acquainted with the Company's claim 
and buildings at Cape Disappointment? If so, describe 
them. 

Ans. — ^I was there in 1844 and 1846, and I then saw a shed 
or an establishment similar to the one described at Fillar 
Eock, with the diflerence that the house or shed at the Cape 
had a two-sided peaked roof, with the fixtures for salting 
salmon ; afterwards there was another building put there for 
a storehouse ; it was framed and covered with shingles, and 
never finished, to my knowledge ; cannot say positively. 
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InU 36. — About what would you estimate to be the value 
of the buildings you have described at the Cape? 

Ans. — My impression is that the building last named was 
put up by contract for two hundred and fifty dollars ; the 
other was an Indian hut. 

InU 37. — Taking 640 acres running back from the Cape, 
what is the land worth per acre, for purposes of agriculture 
or trade, or for any purpose other than for military and 
light-house uses ? (Objected to as immaterial, and because 
the Hudson's Bay Company were not limited as to manner 
of use of the land.) 

Ans. — In my opinion it was worth nothing at all; if it had 
been it would have been occupied by settlers ; I would have 
occupied it myself if it had been worth anything. 

Int. 38. — What is the present value of two acres of land 
surrounding the old Fort George as a centre ? 

Ans. — I think^ including the streets, that four lots on that 
site have been sold for $260 a lot, within three years last 
past; this would make the two acres worth about one thou- 
sand dollars. 

Int. 39. — What was the same ground worth in 1846 ? 

Ans. — One hundred dollars a lot ; I could have bought it 
at that time for that sum. 

Int. 40. — Have you ever had any conversation with the 
leading men of the Hudson's Bay Company about the per- 
manence of their posts and improvements in what was orig- 
inally known as Oregon ? If so, state with whom, and 
when it was, and what they said. 

Ans. — I have had frequently, with Messrs. Ermatinger, 
Pambrun, McLoughlin, and Douglas; with Mr. Ermatinger 
in 1837 and 1838, during the pending of the application by 
the Hudson's Bay Company for the renewal of their charter in 
London ; with Dr. McLoughlin and Mr. Douglas, also, during 
those years. There was a doubt expressed to me by those 
gentlemen as to whether they would succeed in getting their 
charter renewed, and in consequence of that doubt, they were 
not willing to make any extensive or permanent improve- 
ments in the country, or to order any extensive supplies, 
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more than was necessary for their immediate trade. This 
extended to a certain extent till the boundary line was set- 
tled, in 1846. (The foregoing answer objected to, because 
any alleged statements by subordinates of the Company at 
any time, and especially prior to the treaty of 1846, are im- 
material and irrelevant.) 

Int 41. — State what you know about the fur trade west of 
the Hocky Mountains about 1838, what was its condition 
afterwards and what produced the change in this respect, 
if any took place ? 

Ans. — I Was told by the gentlemen above named that it 
was the policy and disposition of the Hudson's Bay Company 
to cultivate or preserve the furs in any country that they had 
the exclusive control of, so that the Indians could get their 
necessary supplies ; and they had made advances to Indians 
to give them supplies, so as to prevent the destruction of the 
furs in the country where they had exclusive control; but 
as they were expecting to be obliged to leave the Snake 
country, and south of the Columbia river, they had advanced 
the price of furs, and removed the restrictions on the killing 
of young fur animals, which they continued in their own 
countries ; and as the result of this, Mr. Ermatinger informed 
me that the Company had shipped from the Snake country, 
by way of Vancouver, more furs than they had shipped from 
the country in any one year, As to the condition of the 
country afterwards, it was completely robbed of all its fur 
producing animals, and as such, was considered of little or 
no value to the Company. (Objected to, for the same reason 
as the last answer.) 

Int 42. — Have you ever had any conversation with the 
late Dr. John McLoughlin about supplies and assistance 
furnished the early settlers of the country, and his conse- 
quent treatment by his superiors? If so, state when and 
what it was. (Objected to, because immaterial and irrele- 
vant.) 

Ans» — I have, both as regards the missionaries and set- 
tlers. In the winter of 1836 and 1837 Dr. McLoughlin ex- 
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plained to me fully the position and relation in which he 
stood to the Company, and the difficulty he would neces- 
sarily get into by furnishing supplies to missionaries or set- 
tlers, and advised me, as I was about returning to the States, 
to advise our board in reference to sending on supplies to the 
Missions — to our Mission particularly referred to. He also 
said that he was fearful that there would be complaints and 
difficulties growing out of the supplies he had already fur- 
nished to the Methodist Missions; that whatever supplies 
we received from the Company we must consider them as an 
especial favor. Afterwards, in 1845 and 1846, perhaps, 
when I was building a house for the Doctor, in Oregon City, 
he told me that he had a falling out with the Company, in 
consequence of furnishing those supplies, and that he had left 
.their service; he said that they held him personally respon- 
sible for the amount of the advances made to the Protestant 
missionaries and settlers. 

Oross-examinaiion hy A. Holbrooke JSsq., for the Hudson's Bay 

Company. 

Int. 1. — When did you have the last conversation with 
Dr. McLoughlin ? 

A ns. — In the fall of 1847 ; I spent some two weeks of that 
year in Oregon City. 

Int, 2. — ^Did he say that the Company had charged him for 
the supplies advanced to settlers, or that he feared they would 
charge him ? 

Ans. — My impression is that he said they had charged 
him, and that he had to pay it. 

Int. 3. — ^In his conversation, in the winter of 1836 and 
1837, did not Dr. McLoughlin tell you that he was instructed 
by the Company to do no credit business ? 

Ans. — Not at all; Jhe supplies furnished to the Mission 
were not upon credit, but drafts drawn upon the Board, pay- 
able in London. 

Int. 4, — Did he ever refuse supplies to Dr. Whitman's 
Mission ? 
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Avs. — I do not think he did, to a limited extent. 

Int. 5. — Did he ever refuse anything desired by Dr. Whit- 
man? 

Ans. — To a certain extent he did refuse ; that is, the sup- 
plies were limited to what the Company or he thought was 
sufficient for our immediate wants. 

Int 6. — ^Do you mean to swear that Dr. McLoughlin ever 
refused Dr. Whitman any favor for which he asked ? 

-4715. — I mean to say that there was scarcely a single 
invoice or bill calling for supplies for the Mission that was 
sent to Vancouver and filled; I know the first invoice made 
out was not filled. 

Int. 7. — In what respect ? 

^ns, — In respect to goods and tools. 

Int. 8. — Did the Company have the tools and goods that 
were sent for to spare and dispose of? 

Ans. — The Company had the most of the goods that we 
wanted ; they stated that they could not spare them from the 
Indian trade. Tools they only had a limited supply, and 
advised me to make out my bills and forward them to Lon- 
don, and they would be filled. 

Int. 9. — Who of the Company refused to allow you to 
engage such men as you wanted to erect buildings? 

Ans. — Mr. McLeod in the Rocky Mountains, and Dr. 
McLoughlin objected to it in Vancouver. 

Int. 10. — What reason did they give? 

Ans. — The reason assigned was that those men would be 
trading and interfering with Indians about the* stations. 

Int. 11. — Was not the reasoq given that they had not the 
men to spare ? 

^ns. — The reason assigned in the Rocky Mountains by 
McLeod was that they preferred to supply the men neces- 
sary, rather than to allow the Americans to be brought 
from the mountains. Dr. McLoughlin had not the men to 
spare. 

Int. 12. — How manj^ men did you bring with you the first 
trip? 
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Ans, — "We brought but two men to Fort Hall ; one left at 
Fort Hall. 

Irit. 13. — How many men did you have when you put up 
the Mission buildings spoken of at Whitman's Station ? 

Arts. — I had one inan and a negro cook, and what assist- 
ance I could get from the Indians. At Spaulding's station 
I had no white man, only Indians. 

Int 14. — ^Did not Dr. McLoughlin, when he declined to 
allow the Mission to bring men from the Islands, say that his 
vessels could not bring the men the Company needed ? 

Ans, — I think not. 

Int. 15. — ^What reason did he give ? 

Ana. — The principal reason was the liabilities of those 
men to interfere with the Mission labors, and cause diflGl- 
culty with the Indians. 

Int. 16. — ^Do you not know that the Company was re- 
quired to give bonds to the Hawaiian government for the 
safe return of the islanders brought from Honolulu, and were 
therefore compelled to keep them under their supervision. 

Ans, — I think they were not, in 1836 and 1837 and per- 
haps 1838 ; but after that I think they were. 

Int. 17. — ^How many men did you have when you built 
the Mission's buildings, which you said were better and 
larger and more extensive than Fort Walla- Walla ? 

Ana. — We had four men, more or less, during the time, 
besides Indians. 

InU 18. — How many months were you employed? 

Ana. — In connection with the farming, building, ditching, 
and building mills, we were about one year. 

Int. 19. — How many buildings did you put up that year ? 

Ana. — Two buildings besides the mill. 

Int. 20. — How large were those buildings ? 

Ana. — One was about thirty-two by sixty, a story and a 
half; the other, I think, was eighteen by forty-five; added to 
it was a kitchen twenty by thirty. 

Int. 21. — What was the mill building ? 

Ans. — The mill was a wooden building, I think, twenty 
by thirty-five. In connection with it was a threshing machine^ 
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80 arranged that the wheat was taken from the field, placed 
in the threshing machine, which was driven by the mill 
power, threshed, cleaned, and carried into a bin in the mill 
by elevators. 

Int. 22. — Was there any wall around the building ? 

Ans. — rNothing more than the ditches to convey water for 
irrigation, which rendered it difficult for horses to jump 
across. There were cow-yards and corrals similar to those 
atWalla-Walla? 

Int. 23. — How many Indians did you employ during that 
year? 

Ans. — We employed from one to twenty, at different 
times. 

Int. 24. — ^What did the improvements made by you that 
year cost ? 

Ans. — They cost the American Board about $600; the 
mill machinery was sent out by the Board, and was extra. 

Int. 25. — Do you know the amount of damages claimed 
by the American Board of the Government for the destruc- 
tion of that property ? (Objected to, as immaterial and irrel- 
evant.) 

Ans. — I do not know ; I have understood that it was either 
three or nine thousand dollars, including cattle and every- 
thing. 

Int. 26. — Did Dr. Whitman go to the JEastern States in 
1842? 

Ans. — ^Yes, sir. 

Int. 27. — ^Do you know whether the American Board at 
that time complained of the greatness of the expenditures 
which he had made at that station ? 

Ans. — I do not think they did. 

Int. 28. — Have you not recently written an article in regard 
to that matter, published in the Astoria Gazette ? 

Ans. — Not in relation to the expenses incurred in building 
that station, but in relation to his expenses in getting to the 
States was the ground of the complaint of the Board. It 
cost him over a thousand dollars to get to the States. 
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Int. 29. — ^Are the statements made by you in that article 
true? 

Arts. — I think they are, to the best of my knowledge and 
belief. 

Int 30. — ^Did Dr. Whitman tell you that he went to see 
Mr. Webster and Mr. Fillmore for the purpose stated in 
that article ? ^ 

Ans, — ^Dr. Whitman, when he left his station to go the 
States, gave me the facts as stated in that or previous arti- 
cles. On his return he visited me at Oregon City ; he gave 
me the substance, almost verbatim ^ as near as I can recollect, 
of that article. 

Int. 31. — Did he say that he saw Mr. Webster, as Secretary 
of State, and Mr. Fillmore, as President, upon the subject? 

Arts. — He said he called upon them both, and had the con- 
versations with them. 

Int. 32.— When did Dr. Whitman die ? 

Arts. — He was killed in 1847. 

InL 33. — When did Mr. Fillmore become President ? 

Ans. — If my memory serves me, he became President on 
the death of General Taylor. 

Int. 34.— When did General Taylor die? 

Ans. — I cannot say what year ; it is a matter I have not 
charged my mind with at all. 

Int. 35. — How, then, can you say that Dr. Whitman saw 
Mr. Fillmore, as the President, in 1842 ? 

AnB. — That is the impression that passed in my mind when 
I inserted the name Fillmore as being President at that time. 

Int. 36. — Have you not said that Dr. Whitman told you 
he saw Mr. Fillmore and Mr. Webster at the time he was 
in Washington ? 

Ans. — I think I said so. 

Int. 37. — ^Will you now swear that he told you that he saw 
either of those gentlemen at that time ? 

AuB. — ^I am pretty positive that he told me that he saw 
Mr. Webster ; and if Mr. Fillmore was acting President in 
the winter of 1842-'43, he saw him. I am satisfied that Dr. 
Whitman told me that he saw the President, and my own 
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impression is that Fillmore was acting President ; but I had 
a doubt in my own mind when I penned the article, whether 
it was him or Tyler. 

Int. 38. — Did Dr. Whitman inform you that Mr. Webster 
stated that he (Mr. Webster) was ready to part with what 
was to him an unknown and unimportant portion of our 
national domain, for the privileges of a small settlement in 
Maine, and the fisheries on the banks of Newfoundland ? 

Arts. — The substance of that idea was communicated to 
me by Dr. Whitman. 

InL 39. — ^Do you not know that Dr. Whitman reported to 
the American Board that he had been treated by the oflScers 
of the Hudson's Bay Company with the utmost and unlimited 
kindness all the time he had been in Oregon ? 

Ana. — I am well satisfied that Dr. Whitman reported that 
to the American Board ; I did the same myself when I was 
home. 

Int. 40. — Are you not the same W, H. Gray who, as 
member of the Legislative Committee in 1845, signed a 
memorial to Congress asking for the establishment of a 
Territorial government? 

Ana. — I am. 

Int. 41. — ^Does not that memorial contain this sentence, 
speaking of the subjects of Great Britain : " It is but just to 
say that their conduct towards us has been mostly friendly, 
liberal, and philanthropic," And also this : " The British 
subjects and American citizens vie with each other in their 
obedience and respect to the laws, and in promoting the 
common good and general welfare of Oregon ? " 

Ana. — ^I think those passages are in that memorial. 

Int. 42. — During the time that you were connected with 
the Mission, was not every facility and courtesy for trans- 
portation or temporary dwelling at the posts of the Com- 
pany extended to the members of the Mission by the Com- 
pany's agents? 

Ana. — I think, as to the facilities for transportation, there 
was nothing extra. So far as facilities for temporary resi- 
dence, it did not appear to me that the Company, as such. 
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were disposed to put themselves out of the way, and in con- 
sequence of that fact there was but little visiting or remain- 
ing about the posts of the Company. ♦ 

Int. 43. — Was there ever any lack of courtesy or of the 
spirit of accommodation manifested by any of the Company; 
if so, by whom ? 

Ans. — ^We used to think there was, occasionally, by Mr. 
Pambrun, and also by the controlling influence at Vancouver. 

Int. 44. — Did you not, in 1839, apply to Dr. McLoughlin 
for the situation of teacher for your wife ? 

Ans — I think I did. 

Int. 45. — Did he decline to employ her? 

Ans. — I do not recollect distinctly the result of that appli- 
cation ; she was not employed. 

Int. 46. — ^Did you at the same time seek for employment 
at Vancouver ? 

Ans. — My impression is that I did. 

Int. 47. — Have you not been conscious of an unfriendly 
feeling towards the Company and its agents ever since their 
refusal to employ you and your wife ? 

Ans. — Not on account of that transaction or refusal to 
employ us. 

Int 48. — ^Do you mean to say that you and your wife, and 
Dr. and Mrs. Whitman, did not make frequent and prolonged 
visits to Walla- Walla and Fort Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I mean to say that me and my wife never visited 
Vancouver but once; we were compelled, in consequence 
of a misunderstanding between Mr. Spalding and ourselves, 
to remain at Walla- Walla (or rather my wife was) during 
the winter of 1839 and 1840, some two or three weeks, 
awaiting my return from Vancouver. On my return we went 
directly to Dr. Whitman's station; we« seldom visited the 
fort afterwards. Dr. and Mrs. Whitman made frequent 
calls upon Mr. Pambrun's family, and occasionally visited 
Fort Vancouver. Between some of the gentlemen of the 
Company, Dr. Whitman and family, myself and family, there 
was always a cordial and agreeable association and acquaint- 
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ance, and we always felt that it was private, and had nothing 
to do with the affairs of the Company. 

Int. 49. — ^Was the Company on this coast known or repre- 
sented except by its agents at its posts ? 

Ans, — There was always in our intercourse with the gen- 
tlemen of the Company a distinction kept up by themselves, 
as to the manner in which we should regard them in .our 
private business or social relations, and in their actions and 
business relations as connected with the Company. 

Int. 50. — ^Did you know the Hudson's Bay Company, ex- 
cept by its representatives at its posts ? 

Ans. — We always understood there was a double action, 
80 far as related to the gentlemen of the Company and the 
Company itself; the question might be answered — we did. 

Int. 51. — Do you then mean to say that the agents of the 
Company acted differently as private individuals and as agents ? 

Ans. — I mean to say they acted in a double capacity. 

Int. 52. — In what capacity did you act? 

Ans. — ^I acted as secular agent to the Mission of the A. B. 
C. F. M. 

Int. 53. — ^What was your pay, and what were your duties ? 

Ans. — My pay and that of my family was simply what we 
ate and wore and would naturally consume; my duties were 
attending to the secular department of the Mission, assisting 
in building mills and attending farms. 

Int. 54. — ^Do you mean to say that you came out in 1886 
without any wages except subsistence and clothing ? 

Ans. — I do. 

Int. 55. — How much salary did Dr. Whitman receive ? 

Ans. — I do not think he ever received one dollar as salary. 

Int. 56. — Were you not entirely subject to Dr. Whitman's 
direction ? 

Ans. — N"o, sir. 

Int. 57. — What authority had you independent of his 
control ? 

Ans. — The regulations of the American Board and vote of 
the Mission as a body. 

Int. 58. — Was it not of great advantage to the Mission to 
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have the post at Wallar Walla in their neighborhood, and to 
find the Indians there partially reclaimed from the habits of 
their savage life ? 

Ans, — When that post was under the supervision and 
direction of Mr. Pambrun and Mr. McKinlay, it was a great 
advantage to both the Mission and fort ; as soon as it passed 
into the hands of Mr. McBean, it became the immediate 
cause, with other influences in that section, of the destruction 
of the Mission. ♦ 

InL 59. — When did Mr. McBean take charge ? 

AnB. — I am unable to say ; it was after 1842. 

InL 60. — When did you leave Dr. Whitman's ? 

Ans.— In the fall of 1842. 

InL 61. — Do you not know that Mr. McKinlay continued 
there until 1846? 

Ans, — I do not ; I saw him in Oregon City before 1846 ; 
I am almost positive it was 1845, residing there. 

InL 62. — Were you at Whitman's or at Walla- Walla be- 
tween 1842 and 1848 ? 

Ans, — I think not. 

InL 63. — In saying that McBean's occupation of the fort 
resulted in part as just stated by you, do you pretend to 
know anything about it, or is your opinion based upon 
rumors ? 

Ans. — My knowledge and opinions are based upon the 
testimony which has been given and published in relation to 
the destruction of that Mission, and the particular accounts 
I have received from the Indians in that section of the coun- 
try since 1861, which I believe to be substantially correct. 

InL 64. — Are you as certain in regard to that statement as 
you were that Fillmore was President in the winter of 1842 
and 1843? 

Ans. — ^I am considerably more certain than of that, as I 
have more thoroughly studied the subject. 

Int. 65. — ^Do you not know that Indians often fabricate 
stories to suit their own purposes? 

Ans. — That depends altogether upon the object to be ac- 
complished. 
12 
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Int. 66. — ^When Mr. McKinlay told you that the buildings 
at Fort Walla-Walla coet a hundred pounds sterling or less , 
did he not say that was all the money he was obliged to pay 
out? 

Arts. — ^I think he said it was all that was required ; that it 
was the full extent of it. 

InL 67. — ^Did he include the expense of bringing men from 
Europe, Canada, or the Islands, to do the work ? 

Ans. — The men •that did the work were Kanakas, with 
the Indians that were employed. He said he was obliged to 
have a certain number of men at the fort for the protection 
of the property, and all the additional expense of putting up 
the establishment to the Company would not exceed the sum 
stated. 

InL 68. — ^Did he include anything but the extra work re- 
quired in that sum ? 

Ans, — I think he included the total expense of the concern, 
without including the protection of the fort, property, &c. 
He figured in that the expense of bringing some four Kana- 
kas there, which was not much at that time. 

InL 69. — ^If a stranger had come to that place alone, with 
no fort at Vancouver, or other settlements west of the Rocky 
Mountains, how much money do you believe it would have 
cost him to have brought the men there, furnished the mate- 
rials and provisions, and protection to build such a fort 
among such Indians ? 

Ans, — I don't believe it would have cost more than it did 
us to build the Mission. 

InL 70. — How much did it cost to bring Dr. Whitman's 
party from the States, to send you home and bring you out 
again with men, and to purchase supplies at Vancouver, be- 
fore your Mission was built ? 

Ans. — I am not able to say. 

Int. 71. — Could you have built the Mission, supplied and 
protected yourselves, but for the aid furnished by the Com- 
pany, and the fact that the Company had establishments in 
the vicinity convenient for your assistance ? 

Ans. — We came to the country without any particular 
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knowledge of and entirely independent of the Company, and 
expected to establish our Mission without any assistance from 
them. At the American rendezvous we learned from Cap- 
tain Wyeth, McLeod, and Mr. McKay, that we could get 
supplies of the Methodist Mission, and also of the Hudson's 
Bay Company, and, in consequence of this information, we 
sold and threw away a large amuunt of supplies that were 
not able to get replaced at Vancouver ; so far as the protec- 
tion of the Company aflbrded, my impression is, and always 
has been, that the Mission of the board and of the Metho- 
dists would have been far more successful had there been 
no Hudson's Bay Company in the country. 

Int. 72. — Have you not made on several occasions state- 
ments different from this contained in your last answers ? 

An9, — I have repeatedly said that the Company's estab- 
lishments being in the country was a great convenience both 
to the Missions and the settler, but never admitted, to my 
knowledge, their being necessary. 

Int 73. — ^What was lumber worth at Walla-Walla in 
1842? 

Ans. — About ten cents per foot. 

Int 74. — How many doors were there in the fort at Walla- 
Walla? 

Am. — I don't know. 

Int. 75. — How many feet of lumber are required for a 
door? 

An%. — About eighteen or twenty feet. 

Int. 76. — How many feet were required for the counters ? 

Arts. — About twenty-four feet. 

Int. 77. — How many feet were required for the floors ? 

An%. — I do not know. 

hit 78. — How many feet were required for the shutters ? 

Ans. — There were no shutters about it, at least when I 
left there. 

Int. 79. — Will you say on oath that not more than three 
thousand feet of lumber were used in that fort ? 

Ans. — ^I have my doubts whether there was as much as 
that used. 
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Int. 80. — Were any of the buildings ceiled ? 

Arts. — Not when I left ; I have understood that some rooms 
have been finished off since I left. 

Int, 81. — What was finished when you left ? 

Ans. — The main wall and two bastions, the store and two 
rooms occupied by Mr. McKinlay, also the men's quarters 
were, as I supposed, nearly or quite considered finished. 

Int. 82. — Was not the wall upon a stone foundation ? 

Ans\ — ^Yes, sir. 

Int. 83. — How far was that stone brought ? 

Ans. — ^From along the bank of the Columbia river. 

Int. 84.— What distance ? 

An^. — ^I think within three-quarters of a mile. 

Int. 85. — ^What would it cost to bring stone for the founda- 
tion of a wall a hundred and thirteen feet square from that 
distance ? * 

Ans. — That would depend upon the persons employed and 
the amount paid per day for man and team. 

Int. 86. — What sort of gates were used in the wall, how 
many, and of what size ? 

Ans. — I think there were two wooden gates, one in front 
and one in the rear ; my impression is that those gates were 
from eight to ten feet wide — double gates ; they may have 
been eight feet high. 

Int. 87. — How much lumber would be required to make 
those gates ? 

Ans. — They may have taken 200 feet — fifty feet per gate. 

Int. 88. — State how you make fifty feet a gate ten feet 
wide and eight feet high. 

Ans. — Counting battons and cross pieces, which was ne- 
cessary to be put on, it would take probably that amount. 

Int. 89. — Do you mean to say that a gate ten feet wide, 
eight feet high, double, will amount only to fifty feet ? 

Ans. — ^No, I don't mean to say that ; I mean to say that 
two gates, filling that space, will take 100 feet, and the other 
two gates will take the other 100 feet. 

Int. 90. — State now whether a gate, double, ten feet wide, 
eight feet high, can be made of 100 feet of timber. 
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Ans. — ^Not if it's of double thickness ; the greater portion 
of the gate being single thickness, with the battons, can be 
made of that amount of lumber; by double I mean folding; 
there was only one thickness filling the space. 

Int. 91. — How far were the adobes made from the fort ? 

Ans. — ^I do not think to exceed one-quarter of a mile. 

Int. 92. — Of what were the roofs of the building made ? 

An%. — Split puncheons, grass, and dirt. 

Int. 93. — Did you include those puncheons in the three 
thousand feet? 
• Ans. — ^No, sir. 

Int. 94. — How many times were you at Vancouver between 
1846 and 1850? 

Ans. — I think I was there in 1846 three times ; from that 
on to 1850 I was there occasionally. 

Int. 95. — ^Were you there twice between 1846 and 1850 ? 

AnB. — Yes ; I think I was there more than twice. 

Int. 96. — State which of the buildings were propped up 
and in a miserable condition between 1846 and 1850. 

Ans. — Those on the west or lower end of the fort and 
those on the north side ; the main house was in rather a 
shaky condition ; the long apartments used for the clerks 
was in tolerable repair ; the centre ofiice and the new store- 
houses, with the new bastion, were in good condition. 

Int. 97. — What did you mean by saying in your examina- 
tion-in-chief that all the old buildings were propped up and 
were in a miserable condition generally ? 

An^. — I meant just those I have described as old buildings. 

Int. 98. — When you say that one of the new storehouses 
100x40 feet could have been built foir from five hundred to 
a thousand dollars, state the basis of your estimate. 

AnB. — The price of lumber and labor. 

Int. 99. — ^How much lumber is there in those buildings ? 

AnB. — I could not say. 

Int. 100. — How many shingles ? 

Ans. — It takes six shingles to the square foot, laying them 
six inches to the weather. 

Int. 101. — Suppose they were laid four inches to the 
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weather, as they were ? (Objected to, because there is no 
evidence whatever that those shingles were thus laid.) 

Ans — ^I do not know that they were laid four inches to the 
weather ; it would take nine if they were so laid. 

InL 102. — How many thousand shingles woiild be required 
at that rate per foot to cover the houses? 

Ans. — 55,350 shingles not allowing any for waste, count- 
ing the rafters thirty feet long. 

Int. 108. — Is there not a good deal of waste to be allowed? 

Ans. — There always is a waste in building. 

InU 104. — ^What was the price of shingles when that build- 
ing was put up ? 

Ans. — I think $2 per thousand ; I think those shingles 
were bought for $1.50 per thousand. 

Int. 105. — ^What makes you think so ? 

An%. — The grumbling of the men that made them ; they 
said they got nothing for them. 

Int. 106.— Who were they? 

Ans, — ^Emigrants ; they were working for clothes and sup- 
plies. 

Int. 107. — ^Do you know them? 

Ans. — ^I do not personally. 

Int. 108. — When was that building put up? 

Ans. — I cannot say exactly as to the year, but it was there, 
I think, in 1846. 

Int. 109. — How long before that had you been at Van- 
couver ? 

Ans. — I was there in 1842. In 1848 I signed a petition 
against the Company, and did not visit the fort until 1845 or 
1846. 

Int. 110. — How long did you stay there then ? 

Ans. — About four or five hours. 

Int. 111. — Were those buildings then finished ? 

An^:- — I think they were^, and goods stored in them. 

Int. 112. — Where did you see the emigrants that made the 
shingles and told this story about $1.50 per thousand? 

Ans.'. — ^At a place called Linton, about eight miles from 
Vancouver, on the Willamette river. 
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Int. 113.— When? 

Arts.— In 1846. 

Int. 114. — How do you know that the shingles on those 
buildings were the same as were made by the emigrants ? 

Ans. — I don't know, only as persons were talking about it 
at Linton, and complaining that they got no pay for it. 

Int 15. — ^From that time to the present, now twenty years 
ago, have you thought of that price of the shingles? 
shingles for my own building. 

Ana. — ^I think I have; I paid but $2 per thousand for 

ItU: 116. — ^Did you, about the year 1840, erect any building 
in Oregon to compare in size with those stores ? 

Ans. — None, without it was Dr. McLoughlin's house in 
Oregon City, which I erected in 1846. 

Int. 117. — How much did he pay you for that work ? 

Am. — ^For the entire building, additions and all, he paid 
me about $1800. 

Int. 18. — ^What is the size of that house ? 

^ns. — My impression is that it is about 30x68 feet ; I will 
not be positive; two stories. 

Int. 119. — ^Will you be positive that it is 40 feet long? 

^na. — Yes, sir. 

Int. 120. — ^Will you be positive that it was 60 feet long ? 

Ana. — I think it was over that. 

ItU. 121. — ^What materials, if any, did you furnish? 

Ana. — I do not recollect that I furnished any material; my 
impression is that I did not. 

Int. 122. — ^Are those stores at Vancouver two stories 
high? 

Ans. — I should think they were not, except you include the 
roof. 

Int. 123. — ^What do you mean by including the roof? 

Ans. — That part above the plate and under the collar- 
beams. 

Int. 124. — ^Do you mean that they are only one story with 
an attic under the roof? (Objected to, as the witness has 
already stated that they were two stories including a part 
of the distance under the roof.) 
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Arts. — ^I mean to say that there is one story complete, and 
one that may be called a story under the roof, and a place 
for storing light stuff in the roof part. 

Int 125. — ^How many feet post are those buildings ? 

Ans. — I think they were sixteen feet post. 

Int. 126. — ^Were not those posts twenty-two feet? 

Ans. — I should judge not. 

Int. 127. — ^Was not the fort and much of the stockade re- 
built, and the stockade doubled in extent, between 1886 and 
1846? 

Ans. — I think the fort was increased to double its original 
size about the year 1836;- that the new quarters for the 
clerks, blacksmith shop, Indian trading shop, and a large 
house for the residence of Dr. McLoughlin, parsonage for 
Eev. Mr. Beaver, and some other small buildings, were in 
the new part of the fort. 

Int. 128. — ^Between 1836 and 1846 was not a large tract of 
land at the Lower Plain cleared of cottonwood and other 
timber, and brought into cultivation ? 

Ans. — ^I think not; I think all the farming improvements 
about the establishment were better in 18S6 than 1846. 

Int. 129. — ^Did not Mr. Douglas m£lke large improve- 
ments and extend the farms in 1838 and 1839, during Dr. 
McLoughlin's absence? 

Ans. — My impression is that the farms were not largely 
extended, but the cultivation of cereals was increased. 

Int. 130. — ^Do you not know that a thousand acres addi- 
tional at Mill Plain were fenced in and cultivated at that time ? 

Ans. — ^If it was, I did not see it, nor did I hear Mr. Doug- 
las speak of it. I recollect that he took me to the barns 
and stacks of wheat; and showed me a washing machine 
that there was in the establishment ; that was in the fall or 
winter of 1839. 

Int. 13i. — ^Did not the Company annually put up large 
large quantities of salmon for domestic use and for export ; 
and was not the fishing station at Pillar Rock constantly 
used by them for that purpose ? 

Ans. — I think the Company put up large quantities of sal- 
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mon for their own use and for exportation; but a small por- 
tion of it was from Pillar Rock or the mouth of the river ; 
that the larger portion of it was from the vicinity of Van- 
couver and the Cascades, 

Int, 132. — ^Do you not know that the Company, as late as 
1852, annually sent men to that station for the purpose of 
curing and packing salmon ? 

Ans. — I think not. 

^Int, 138. — ^Were not the buildings at Fort George in use 
until 1850? 

Am. — ^I do not think they were by any person belonging 
to the Company. I know Mr. Lattie went to California 
with me in 1849. 

Int. 134. — ^In what month ? 

Ans. — I think it was the last of April or first of May. 

Int. 135. — Did not his family occupy the buildings until 
the military under charge of Major Hatheway took posses- 
sion of them in 1850 ? (Objected to, as there is no evidence 
of [that] Major Hatheway or any other military man took 
possession of the Company's buildings.) 

Ans. — I think not ; I think they went to Vancouver as 
Mr. Lattie went to California in 1849 ; at least I understood 
from Mr. Lattie that was the arrangement. 

Int. 136. — ^Was not Mr. Lattie drowned in 1849, and did 
not his family then return to Fort George and continue there 
until the military took possession ? 

Ans. — My impression is that Mr. Lattie was drowned in 
the vicinity of Vancouver, and that his family remained 
there. 

I i^Int. 137. — Did not Major Hatheway with his command 
occupy those buildine^s in 1850 ? 

Ans. — I do not think they occupied one of them. 

Int. 138. — Are you positive that they did not ? 

Ans. — I am positive that I visited Major Hatheway in his 
quarters pretty soon after they arrived on the ground. I found 
him occupying a tent with a board floor, his oflSlcers and 
men occupying other tents around in the vicinity. 

Int. 139. — ^Do you mean to say that you don't know that 
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the military occupied those buildings for any purpose in 
1850 ? 

Ans. — I mean to say that they did not occupy those build- 
ings to my knowledge for any purpose ; my impression is 
that they did not. 

Int 140. — ^Did they occupy two acres of ground surround- 
ing the buildings ? 

Ans. — ^I think they did; they occupied the greater portion 
of the ground around the building ; and, I think, when they 
got ready to build, they removed the old building out of 
their way ; such as were in their way. 

Int. 141. — What did you mean by saying in your exami- 
nation-in-chief that the military did not interfere with the 
Company's property while in Astoria ? 

AnB. — I simply meant that I understood that the Company 
had voluntarily abandoned the whole concern previous to the 
arrival of the military. 

Int. 142. — To whom had they abandoned it? 

Ans. — I could not say as there was any particular individ- 
ual they had abandoned it to, unless it was Shively and 
Welch, who claimed the adjoining land. 

Int. 143. — Whence did you derive your impression that 
the building put up at Cape Disappointment was erected by 
contract for $250 ? Who told you so ? 

Ans. — ^I cannot say who told me so. 

Int. 144. — Have you any definite knowledge on the sub- 
ject? 

Ans. — ^I got that impression from Mr. Scudder. 

Int. 145.^-When was that house built? 

Ans. — It was built after 1846. 

Int. 146. — How do you know ? 

Ans. — ^Because I was at -the Cape when the United States 
schooner Shark came in, and the hoUse was not there then. 

Int. 147. — What is the size of the lots on the site of Fort 
George? 

Jlws.— 50 by 150 feet. 

Int. 148. — How many lots 'in a block three iiundred feet 
square ? 
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Ans. — Twelve lots. 

Int 149. — How many lots in a tract of two acres ? 

Arts. — I don't know, including the streets. 

Int 150. — Why, then, did you say in your direct-examina- 
tion that there were only four lots in the tract of two acres ? 

Ans. — My impression was that there were two wide streets 
running through that tract of land which would cut it up. 

Int. 151. — How wide are the streets ? 

Ans. — ^I think sixty feet. 

InU 152. — Can two streets 60 feet wide so cut up two 
acres of ground as to leave only four lots 50 by 150 feet ? 

Ans, — ^Not being a surveyor I could not say. 

InU 153. — ^Will you undertake to swear that the streets as 
laid out do cut up that tract of land ; or is it a mere impres- 
sion without any knowledge ? 

Ans, — My impressions and knowledge of the whole matter 
are derived from Mr. Shively, who has had the ground 
surveyed. 

Int. 154. — ^Have you any personal knowledge of the 
niatter ? 

Ans. — ^Nothing more than having looked at the ground 
and lots in company with Mr. Shively. 

Int. 155. — Having looked at the ground and lots yourself, 
can you say that there are but four left out of the two acres 
beside the streets ? 

An^. — ^N"o, I cannot. 

Int. 156. — ^Would not a block three hundred feet square, 
containing twelve lots, be worth the same rate as stated by 
you in your direct examination, to wit, $3,000? *" 

Ans. — ^I do not think a block on the place is worth $8,000; 
that is, without any improvements; at the time I looked at 
the place with Mr. Shively, he offered me two blocks of 
twelve lots each, farther back, for $1,000 a block. 

Int. 157. — What did you mean by saying 'that a one-third 
of block was worth $1,000, and now that a whole block is 
not worth $3,000? 

Ans. — I simply meant that the four lots, or the one-third 
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of a block, was so situated that it was more valuable than 
any other lots in the entire place. 

Int. 158. — Are the four lots of any more value than thu 
other eight lots in the same block? 

Ans. — ^I think they are, being corner lots, and it being th*:; 
best location. 

Int. 159. — ^When you speak of conversations with Messrs, 
Ermatinger, Pambrun, McLoughlin, and Douglas, state 
under what circumstances those conversations were held; 
were they confidential or public ? 

An9. — They were held at different places with the differenf 
individuals; considered by me more as confidential than a& 
public, yet I did not understand as there was any injunction 
as to secrecy in reference to the subjects spoken of. 

Int. 160. — Were they held while you was the guest of any 
or all of them? 

Ans. — Many of the conversations and facts referred to 
were with Mr. Ermatinger while I was travelling in company 
with him to and through the Flathead country, from Wind 
River to Fort Hall, and at Dr. Whitman's station. Those 
that were communicated to me by Dr. McLoughlin and Mr. 
Douglas were received while in business transactions, and in 
conversations while at Vancouver. Those from Mr. Pam- 
brun were received from him while at Fort Walla- Walla 
and while at Dr. Whitman's station. 

Int. 161. — ^Do you deem it proper to make public confi* 
dential conversations, even if not pledged to secrecy? (Ob- 
jected to as immaterial, the witness being sworn to tell the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and hav- 
ing no discretion about retaining any communication abou*'. 
which he may be questioned.) 

Ana. — ^When the interest of a community or of a country 
require that such conversations and communications shoulc. 
be made public, then I deem it necessary, proper, and right^ 
that they should be made public. 

Int. 162. — ^Did you not, before being sworn, voluntarily 
state these conversations, so that you might be called as a 
witness ? 
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Ana. — I think Dot. 

Int. 163. — ^Do you mean to say that you had not told, be- 
fore being sworn, these pretended conversations to Mr. 
Johnson ? 

Ans. — I mean to say that they are not pretended conver- 
sations, and I do not think I have told them to Mr. Johnson. 

Int. 164. — ^Will you swear that you have not done so ? 

Ans. — I will say that I have not given to Mr. Johnson any 
particulars that I have stated in these questions, but I have 
informed him in general that I have had many conversations 
with these parties in reference to the affairs of the Missions, 
settlers, and the Company ; but Mr. Johnson has asked me 
generally what I knew about these matters, and I have given 
him a general answer. 

Int. 165. — Have you not, during the last year, been very 
busy in making charges against the Hudson's Bay Company 
and some of its officers, on account of matters occurring 
within the last twenty-five years. 

Ans. — ^For something over a year I have been collecting 
up facts, incidents, and statements, and all the histories I 
could get hold of, for the purpose of giving an accurate and 
truthful history of the early settlement of the country. Ii> 
those facts, incidents, and statements I have given to the 
Hudson's Bay Company, all the Missions, and all the indi- 
vidual persons that I have spoken or written about, as near 
the truth as I have been able to collect, and have also re- 
quested of all persons knowing any facts stated that was 
not strictly true to forward the correction, and it should have 
its weight in the historical sketches being given. 

Int. 166. — Have you not, during the last year, made many 
and grievous charges in print against the Company ? 

Ans. — I do not think I have made a single charge but 
what is strictly true, from the best knowledge and informa- 
tion I could get. 

Int. 167. — Will you not answer the last question, already 
asked twice, without further evasion or equivocation? (The 
foregoing question is objected to by counsel for the United 
States as impertinent and improper, the witness having 
already fully stated what he has done. The counsel for 
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the Hudson's Bay Company insists that the question is not 
answered frankly and properly, and regrets that the course 
of this witness throughout the whole of this examination has 
been such as to compel counsel to resort to this mode of 
cross-examination, which he would gladly avoid, in order to 
arrive, if possible, at the truth.) 

Arts. — I do not think that I have evaded or equivocated 
in the least, but have given what I conceive to be a plain, 
distinct, and positive answer to the question put. ♦ 

Int. 168. — Do you consider yourself capable of writing an 
impartial and unprejudiced history of the Hudson's Bay 
Company in Oregon ? 

Ans. — That is for those who read the history to judge. 

Int. 169. — The question is with roference to your own 
judgment; will you answer it? 

Arts. — I cannot say; I have not undertaken to write a 
history of the Hudson's Bay Company, but of all events and 
general transactions that have occurred within the country 
during the time I have been it, and particularly of events 
occurring up to the formation of the country into a Territory 
of the United States. 

Int. 170. — Is your feelings such towards the Company 
that you believe yourself capable of acting towards it and its 
officers impartially and without prejudice ? 

Arts. — ^I don't think feelings or prejudices have anything 
to do with it, but facts are all I seek to know. 

Int. 171. — In what capacity was Mr. Ermatinger at the 
time he talked with you in regard to the plans of the Com- 
pany? 

Arts. — My impression is that Mr. Ermatinger was or was 
about to be chief trader. 

Int. 172.— Is he now dead ? 

Ans. — My impression is that he is. 

Int. 173.— Is Mr. Pambrun dead ? 

Ans. — He is. 

Int. 174. — Is Dr. McLoughlin dead? 

Ans. — He is. 

Int. 175. — Can you state anything said by Mr. Douglas in 
regard to the plans and policy of the Company ? 
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Arts. — Mr. Douglas informed me, on our first arrival at 
Fort Vancouver, in our business transactions vs^ith him, that 
it was not the policy of the Company to furnish goods to 
missionaries or settlers; and he advised, and, I think, made 
out a bill for me for tools which were ordered from London, 

Irvt. 176. — ^Were they ordered and obtained through the 
Company ? 

Ans. — They were. 

Int. 177. — ^Was Dr. McLoughlin or Mr. Douglas likely to 
take into their confidence a stranger and an American citizen 
in regard to their plans for future business, especially at a 
time when, as you stated, there was a doubt of their remain- 
ing in the country ? 

Arts. — ^I do not consider that the conversations and plans 
and business relations that was entei^d into with the Com- 
pany, through Dr. McLoughlin and Mr. Douglas, were of 
the nature of confidential or secret transactions. At the 
time of these conversations I do not think the Company 
pretended to have any claim to the country further than 
their chartered rights as a Company. 

InL 178. — Was not that prior to the treaty of 1846, and 
subsequent to the treaty or convention of 1818 ? 

Arts. — This conversation that I refer to was in 1836. 

Int. 179. — In what year was this great shipment of furs, 
of which you spoke ? 

^n5.— In 1838 and 1839; I think. 

Int. 180. — Do you not know that the fur trade was as suc- 
cessful and as prosperous for three years following as during 
that year ? 

Ans. — I know that Mr. Douglas, Mr. Ermatinger, and 
other gentlemen of the Company informed me that their fur 
trade was falling oJ0f and decreasing from that time on. (The 
witness desires to state, that since testifying on cross-exami- 
nation he has ascertained that Mr. Tyler was President, 
instead of Mr. Fillmore, at the time of Dr. Whitman's 
visit to Washington, alluded to in the 37th cross-interroga- 
tory.) 

W. H. Gray. 

Astoria, Oregon, August 11, 1866. 
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Testimony of Georgr Summers. 

George Summers being duly sworn, deposes as follows : 

Int 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ans. — Age, fifty-six; residence, Astoria; occupation, 
merchant. 

Int, 2. — When did you come to Oregon, and where have 
you been since that time ? 

Ans, — I came to Oregon in 1843; I have resided at 
Clatsop county since 1843; up to 1849 on Point Adams; 
since then in Astoria. 

Int, 3. — Are you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay claim 
and buildings at Cape Disappointment ? 

Ans, — I have no kH)wledgeof their having a claim there; 
that was my understanding. 

Int, 4. — ^Who first took a claim, to your knowledge, at Cape 
Disappointment ? 

Ans, — Mr. William McDaniel. 

Int, 5. — At what time did Mr. McDaniel take his claim, 
and what disposition did he make of it ? 

Ans. — It might have been in the winter of 1845 or 1846; 
I am not positive of the time ; he came over to me in the 
night time to get me to make a conveyance to Mr. Ogden 
from him, (McDaniel.) 

Int. 6. — Was this conveyance drawn by you made to P. S. 
Ogden individually, or to the Hudson's Bay Company? 
(Objected to as incompetent and immaterial.) 

Ans, — I understood that the conveyance was to Mr. Ogden, 
as his private property; that has always been my under- 
standing. 

Int, 7. — If you ever saw the building erected by Mr. 
Ogden at Cape Disappointment, please give an estimate of 
what it is worth. (Objected to as leading, and because there 
is no evidence that Mr. Ogden erected any building at the 
place named.) 

Ans. — ^I saw the building that was called the Ogden build- 
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ing, but don't know who built it ; I have no means of form- 
ing an estimate of its value. 

Int, 8. — What was the nominal consideration named in 
the deed drawn by you from McDaniels to Mr. Ogden. 
(Objected to as incompetent, leading, and immaterial.) 

Arts. — I think it was $1,000 ; it was my impression that 
the paper I drew was not accepted by Mr. Ogden ; another 
wd.s drawn by some other person before the consummation of 
the bargain, 

Int 9. — Are you acquainted with the old lludson's Bay 
post called Fort George, at Astoria ? If so, state when you 
first saw it, and how long you have known it since. 

Ans. — In November, 1843, 1 first landed at Fort George; 
I have known the place or point of land ever since. 

Int 10. — Describe the buildings that were at this post in 
1846, and give an estimate of their value at that time. 

Ans. — The building occupied by Mr. Birnie was a log 
house, with a stone chimney in it ; I think there were two 
rooms and an entry; one story; there might have been 
sleeping apartments under the roof; there might have been 
some log and some plank buildings among the out-houses; I 
do not remember the number of out-houses. I think the sal- 
mon house was a plank house, and larger than any of the 
others ; it was for storing salt and salmon, and it had large 
vats in it capable of holding three or four hundred barrels 
altogether. I think $500 would cover the value of all the 
improvements there were on it. The floor of the salmon 
house had rotted and broke down during my knowledge of 
the occupation of the building. 

Int, 11. — "What, in your opinion, was the value in 1846 of 
two acres of land immediately surrounding Fort George, 
fronting on the Columbia river ? 

Ana. — I should think about $100 an acre. 

Int. 12. — Did you live in Astoria in 1850 ? 

Ans. — ^Yes, sir. 

Int. 13. — When the military reserve was made by Major 
Hatheway, in 1850, state your recollection as to whether the 
13 
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buildings you have described were occupied by any one for 
the Hudson's Bay Company. 

Ans. — I think they were. 

Int. 14.— By whom ? 

Arts. — ^By some man who shortly afterwards moved to the 
Cape ; I do not remember his name. 

Int. 15. — State the condition of the buildings at Fort 
George in 1850. 

Jlns. — The whole of them were in a dilapidated state ; Mr. 
Birnie had to shingle the log building on the outside ; that 
made it appear better, and [it] was better than the others ; 
and the rest were all going down. 

Int. 16. — What were these improvements worth in 1850? 

Ans. — I should think they were valueless ; I would not 
remove them, for them. 

Int. 17. — What became of these buildings ? 

Ans. — I cannot tell what became of them ; they rotted 
and fell down, and were taken away piece-meal. 

Int. 18. — ^About what was the value in 1850 of the two 
acres of land ? 

Ans. — I should think they had not increased in value. 

Int. 19. — ^What is the present value of the land? 

Ans. — ^I suppose about $1,000 an acre. 

OroBS-exQinination by A. Holbrooke Usq., Counsel for the Hudson's 
Bay Company. 

Int. 1. — Do you mean to say that, in 1846, if you could have 
purchased the land occupied by the Company with all the 
improvements, you would have thought it worth but $700 ? 

Jlns, — I would not buy it at any price. 

Int. 2. — What would it have cost to have cleared that land 
of stumps ? 

jjis, — I did not know that there had been any stumps there. 

Int. 3. — If the land had been heavily timbered, like the 
land adjoining, what would it cost to put it in a condition in 
which you saw it? (Objected to, as the land immediately 
adjoining is not and probably never was heavily timbered.) 
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Ans. — I have no knowledge of the expense of clearing 
land ; I never did a day's work in that line in my life. 

Int. 4. — ^Was not the land occupied by the Company the 
only cleared land at Astoria in 1843 ? 

Ans, — The whole point, as far as I knew, was occupied by 
the Hudson's Bay Company. There was no other land 
cleared, and no other white settlers at that time. Colonel 
McClure was on the west side of the creek, near by. 

Int. 5. — How much land was cleared at the point, how 
many acres ? 

Ans. — I don't know how many acres. 

Int. 6. — Were not those improvements worth more than 
$600 to the Hudson's Bay Company for the purpose of their 
trade ? (Objected to as immaterial.) 

Ans. — I have no means of knowing what they were worth 
to them ? 

Int. 7. — ^Do you know anything of the cost of constructing 
such buildings prior to 1846 ? 

Ans. — No, sir ; I do not. 

Int. 8. — Was not Fort George a convenience and protec- 
tion to settlers prior to 1846 ? 

Ans. — It was a convenience, but I do not know as it was 
any protection. 

Int. 9. — Was not the knowledge on the part of the Indians 
that the Company had a large force at Vancouver ready to 
punish any aggression made by the Indians upon Fort George 
or the neighborhood a means of protection ? 

Ans. — It was never considered in such light here. When 
the Indians made any aggressions or committed any theft 
we went after them ourselves. 

Int. 10. — Was not the post of value to the Company for 
the fur trade, salmon fishery, and for furnishing supplies to 
its vessels ? 

Ans. — Yes, sir ; I suppose it was ? 

Int. 11. — Do you not recollect that Governor Douglas was 
at Fort George in 1850, about the time that Major Hatheway 
took possession of it, and removed and disposed of the per- 
sonal property of the Company ? 
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Arts. — ^I was not here at that time ; I was in California ; 
I spent the most of that year there. 

Int 12. — Do you not know that the family of Mr. Lattie 
were residing at the post in the spring of 1850 ? 

Ans, — I don't know. 

Int, 13. — Did not Mr. Eckerson and other parties con- 
nected with the military occupy those buildings after Major 
Hatheway took possession ? 

Arts, — I don't know ; I never was on the point while the 
military occupied it. 

Int 14. — Were the buildings removed till after the military 
vacated the post ? 

Arts. — I could not tell when they were removed; the 
buildings were in a state of decay, and gradually disap- 
peared. 

Int, 15. — Do you not know that Mr. Piske had charge of 
the Company's property at Cape Disappointment for several 
years after 1846 ? 

Arts, — I do not; .he lived there; in what capacity, I know 
not. 

Questions by W. C, Johnson^ Esq. 

Int, 1, — ^Look from the window near you, at the point 
formerly occupied by Fort George, and give a general esti- 
mate of the number of acres of open ground at that place 
in 1843. 

Arts. — I suppose about ten acres.. 

Int, 2. — State whether or not you built a log house on your 
claim in 1843. 

Ans. — In 1845 I built a house about twenty feet square ; 
it^was hewed on two sides, and the corners dove-tailed down. 

Int, 3. — Up to what time was the fur trade of any value 
at Astoria ? 

Ans. — I cannot tell. 

Int, 4. — Was there any trade to amount to anything in 
1850? 

Ans. — Don't know; whatever there was the Company 
had ; there were some valuable sea otters taken. 
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Questions by A. Jlolbrooky Esq. 

Int. 1. — ^Did not the occupation by the military of Fort 
George, and the reservation of the adjoining land, depreciate 
the value of the land at the fort and at Astoria in 1850 ? 

Am. — ^Yes, sir, 

George Summers. 

Astoria, Oregon, August 13, 1866. 



Testimony of James Taylor. 

James Taylor being duly sworn, deposes and testifies as 
follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ana. — Age, fifty-seven; residence, Astoria; occupation, 
farmer. 

Int. 2. — State when you came to Oregon, and the different 
places you have since resided in. 

Ans. — I came to Oregon in 1845, and resided in Oregon 
City until 1851, except [that] a portion of 1847 and 1848 I 
resided on Clatsop Plains ; I resided four years on Clatsop 
Plains succeeding 1851; since 1855 1 have resided at Astoria, 

InL 3. — When did you first see the Hudson's Bay estab- 
lishment at Fort George ? 

Ans. — In January, 1846. 

Int. 4. — Describe its improvements, and their condition at 
that time, and give an estimate of their value at that date. 

Ans. — The principal building was the storehouse, and I 
think a portion of it was occupied as a dwelling-house ; 
there were some other houses, but I don't recollect their 
number ; to the best of my recollection they were small 
buildings and old-like buildings; I think they were built of 
square-hewed timber ; they appeared to be old buildings and 
somewhat advanced in wear. I think the buildings were 
worth from $500 to $700, 
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Int. 5. — ^What was the land occupied by Fort George worth 
per acre in 1846? 

Arts, — I should judge, the way that land Jbas sold since 
that, it was worth $100 to $150.00 per acre at that time. 

InL 6. — State whether you saw this post in 1850. 

AuB, — ^I believe I did ; I believe I saw it in 1850, though 
I have no particular recollection. 

Int 7. — What was the value of that land about 1850 or 
1851? 

Ans. — I think the value of that land did not change mate- 
rially from what it was worth in 1846. 

Int, 8. — What became of the buildings you have described? 

An9. — ^I am not able to say, except one, that one Mr. W"elch 
hauled tip to my place and sold it to me for fire wood after I 
moved to Astoria. 

Int 9. — How frequently did you see these buildings during 
the four years you resided on Clatsop Plains ? 

Am. — I think on average of once a month. 

Int 10. — Were the buildings kept in repair or otherwise ? 

Ana. — To the best of my recollection they always looked 
about the same thing to me from the first time I saw them. 

Int 11. — What is the present value of two acres of land, 
fronting on the Columbia, immediately surrounding the site 
of those buildings ? 

Ans. — I should judge that the value of the two acres would 
. be $2,000, including the streets. I think I could go now 
and buy the best block for $2,000. That includes about two 
acres. 

Int 12. — Have you ever seen the Company's fishing station 
near Pillar Rock? 

Ans. — I have a very indefinite recollection of it ; I have 
seen it several times. We used to travel up and down the 
river in canoes, and stopped at all these points several 
times. 

Int 13. — State about what time it was you thus stopped 
there, and give the best description of the buildings at that 
place. 

Ans. — ^I think it was about the fall of 1849 ; I was there 
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once ; I think I was there hefore, but don't remember dis- 
tinctly the building; to my recollection it was a shed or 
frame with puncheons around it in some way; it was not 
occupied at the time ; I should think it was about 20 by 25 
or 30 feet ; it was a good sized salmon shed. 

Int. 14. — About how much would you estimate the value 
and cost of such a building ? 

Arts, — I think it was worth, perhaps, about $100 for that 
purpose. 

Int 15. — Have you known that station to be used or occu- 
pied by the Company since you were there in 1849 ; and if 
so, up to what date ? 

Ana. — I do not know that they ever occupied it since, and 
I do not know that they occupied it before, except from 
report. 

Int 16. — Did you ever see the building claimed by the 
Company at Cape Disappointment ? If so, state when you 
first saw it. 

Am, — I recollect seeing a building there which was said 
to have been put up for Mr. Ogden, but I don't remember 
the date ; I think it was after I moved down in 1851, but I 
am not positive. 

Int. 17. — ^Describe that building as well as you can, and 
give an estimate of its value. 

Ans. — I think it was in an unfinished state when I saw it, 
and had never been finished ; the cost of it might have been 
between $200 and $300 ; it was a frame building, to the best 
of my recollection ; I cannot say as to its size, but I think 
it was 18 by 24 to 28 feet; it is all guess work; that is my 
judgment. 

Int 18. — ^What is the value of 640 acres of land at Cape 
Disappointment for the purpose of agriculture or trade ? 

Ans. — It is not well suited for either, and would not be 
worth more than Congress price, $1.25 an acre. 

Int 19. — What is the land worth per acre at the fishing 
station at Pillar Rock ? Describe it. 

Ans. — I suppose it is not worth more than Government 
price, as no one has seen fit to take it up ; I have [but] a faint 
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recollection of it farther than a little cove and a sand beach ; 
mountains come in close all along there ; I don't remember 
how much space there is. 

Cross-examination by A. Holbrooke Esq., for the Hudson's Bay 
. Company. 

Int. 1. — ^When you were at Fort George, in 1846, did you 
examine the buildings with sufficient care to be able, after 
twenty years, to fix their value at that time ? 

Am. — ^I did not examine the buildings any further than 
the impressions fixed on my mind of their appearance at 
that time. 

Int. 2 — In fixing that price, would you say that they were 
worth no more than that to the Company for the purposes 
for which they were used then ? (Objected to, as the United 
States only agreed to pay what the buildings were worth, if 
they ever appropriated them, and their market value is the 
fair standard.) 

Ana. — I am not prepared to say what they were worth to 
the Company, but I gave an estimate of what I think such 
buildings were worth, or would bring at that time. 

Int. 3. — Do you not believe that they were worth more to 
the Company than they would bring ? 

Ans. — Under certain circumstances they would have been 
worth more ; but under some circumstances they would not. 

Int. 4. — Considering the cost of transportation of men, 
materials, and provisions from Vancouver, do you believe 
those buildings could be erected for that sum ? 

Ans. — I think when they were erected they cost more ; but 
to the best of my recollection, in 1846 most of the small 
buildings were in a dilapidated condition. 

Int. 5. — ^Was not the value of the land depreciated in 1850 
by the occupance of the military, and by the reservation made 
by the Government ? 

Ans. — ^I think the sale of lots made just previously to the 
reservation, and the sale of lots afterwards, about corres- 
ponded in price; I mean after the abandonment of the 
military. 
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Int. 6. — ^Do you know the extent and value of the Com- 
pany's business at Fort George in 1846, and subsequent 
years ? 

Arts, — I do not. 

Int. 7. — Did you ever stop at the Pillar Rock station 
during the fishing season ? 

Ans. — ^I did not 

Int. 8. — Considering the price of labor, and the cost of 
transportation of men, materials, and provisions, do you 
think the salmon house at Pillar Rock could have been 
built for $1,000? 

Ans. — I think the cost of the house, when it was built, 
may have been more than that; I judge of its value from 
its appearance when I skw it. 

Int. 9. — Were you ever in the Company's house at Cape 
Disappointment ? 

Ans. — I don't recollect that I ever was in it ; it was pointed 
out to me. 

Int. 10. — Did you ever see it, except from the water on 
Baker's Bdy? 

Ans. — I passed along by the house in goingfrom McKenzie's 
Head, and it was pointed out to me as Mr. Ogden's house. 

Int. 11. — Considering the location of that land at Baker's 
Bay, and near the mouth of the Columbia, do you not be- 
lieve it to be worth more than $1.25 an acre ? 

Ans. — It is not, for agriculture or trade, but for military 
and other purposes it is worth more to Government. 

Int. 12. — Is it not a Government reserve, having upon it a 
fort and light-house ? • - 

Ans. — It is. 

Int. 13. — When was that reservation made ? 

Ans. — I think the reservation was not complete till 1859 
or 1860 ; I am not positive. The reservation was extended 
in 1858 or 1860, but the light-house was commenced in 
1853 or 1854. 

hit. 14. — If you had owned that mile square at the time 
the reservntion was made, what would you have considered 
it worth ? (Objected to as immaterial.) 
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Ans. — The Government would not, I think, have been 
willing to pay over $3,000. to $5,000 for the whole section ol 
that land. The Government, I think, paid $2,800 for about 
one-quarter section, or, at that rate, at Point Adams, imme- 
diately opposite, and offered $3,000 for another section. 

InL 15. — If you had owned the land, would you have sold 
it for $5,000 ? 

Ans, — I think I should, if Government had appointed 
commissioners to appraise the land ; I don't think I would 
have got that. 

Questions hy W. C. Johnson, Esq. 

Int. 1. — How long did the military occupy the reservation 
at Astoria ? 

Ans. — I do not recollect; I think they abandoned the 
reservation some time in 1852 or 1853. 

Int. 2. — How many buildings have you erected or had 
constructed for you in Oregon ? (Objected to as immaterial.) 

Ans. — ^I suppose I have had about one dozen, including 
barns and houses. 

Int. 3. — How does the land at Point Adams compare with 
that at Cape Disappointment for agricultural value, including 
640 acres ? . 

Ans. — The land at Point Adams is all level land ; that at 
Cape Disappointment is hilly; there is very little difference; 
if any ; Point Adams has the preference. 

Questions by A. Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1. — Would Point Adams be of any value for light- 
house purposes, as cpmpared with the land at the Cape ? 
Ans. — It would not for light- house purposes. 

James Taylor. 
Astoria, Oregon, August 13, 1866. 
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Testimony of James Welch. 

James Welch, being duly sworn, deposes as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ans. — Age, fifty years past ; residence, Astoria, Oregon ; 
occupation, brick-mason and plasterer. 

Int. 2. — When did you first come to Astoria ? 

Ans. — ^I came in March, 1845, and remained a short time. 
I returned with my family. May, 1846, and have lived here 
ever since. 

Int. 3. — ^If you knew them, describe the buildings of the 
Hudson's Bay Company at Fort George, as you saw them 
in 1846, and give an estimate of their value at that time. 

Ans. — They had some four log cabins ; they were all old 
buildings; they were scarcely fit to live in at that time; 
they were worth probably from $500 to $800. 

Int. 4. — Was there any land cultivated at this post in 1846, 
or afterwards ; if so, how much, and how long was the culti- 
vation continued ? 

Ans. — There was nothing but a garden spot; I do not 
think over one acre altagether. The cultivation was con- 
tinued until near the time the military made a reservation ; 
Mr. Peers and Mr. Craigie, the last of the Company's men, 
did not cultivate any; they were there one at a time. 

Int. 5. — ^What part, if any, of the Company's business 
was continued at this post at the time Major Hatheway 
came, in 1850 ? 

Ans. — I am of the opinion that when Major Hatheway 
came they had moved all their eftects across the river to 
Chinook. 

Int. 6. — What was the value per acre of the land immedi- 
ately surrounding Fort George in 1846 ; say two acres front- 
ing on the Columbia river ? 

Ans. — I don't know what it was worth ; it was cleared land, 
and it was worth what it cost to clear it, which was very 
considerable. I bought the undivided half of 640 acres 
of John M. Shively in 1845 (including the Company's 
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claim) for $2,000; it cost about $300 an acre to clear the 
land. 

Int. 7. — What was the price of land per acre at that place 
in 1850 ? 

Arts. — There was no land selling at that time when the 
reservation was here ; it was a very poor sale. 

Int 8. — What was it worth per acre immediately after the 
reservation was abandoned ? 

Ans. — There was no sales that I know of by the acre ; I 
should think it was worth at least $1,000 an acre any way; 
it was the town-site that gave it value. 

Int. 9. — What became of the buildings you have described? 

Ans. — They rotted down partly, and the remainder was 
occupied by the Indians, who burned and pulled them down. 

Int. 10. — Are you acquainted with the Company's fishing 
station near Pillar Eock ? If so, state when you saw it first, 
and how frequently you were there afterwards. 

Ans. — I passed there in the spring of 1845, and in 1846 
and 1847. 

Int. 11. — ^Describe the building of the Company at that 
place, and estimate its value. 

Ans. — ^It was a small log building ; some sheds around it ; 
I think it was all worth probably about $300. 

Int. 12. — What kind of timber or lumber was used in con- 
structing this building ? 

Ans. — The logs were fir, and the sheds were of cedar slabs 
or puncheons, such as were hewed out by the Indians to 
build their huts with. 

Int. 13. — Do you think such a building cost anything like 
$300? (Objected to as leading, and because it is cross-ex- 
amination of the witness by the party calling him.) 

jins. — ^It did not cost that ; I think it was worth that sum 
to any one who wanted to use it for that purpose. 

Int. 14. — ^How long did the Company continue to use it ? 

jlns. — ^I do not know ; I did not see them after that time. 

Int 15. — ^Did they use it as long as to 1852 ? 

Ans. — ^I do not know. 
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Int, 16. — Describe the land at that station, and give an 
estimate of its value per acre. 

Ans, — The land is rough; it is under a hill or mountain, 
and it is worth nothing only for that purpose. 

Oross-examination by A. Holbrooke Esq., Counsel for the Hud- 
son's Bay Company. 

Int 1. — Were you at the Pillar Rock station during the 
fishing season in the years you have mentioned ? 

Ans. — In 1846 and 1847 I was there; that is, I passed 
there. 

Int. 2. — Were the Company carrying on considerable busi- 
ness while you were there, in curing and putting up fish? 

Ans. — ^I could not tell ; I was not there long enough. 

Int. 3. — Will you describe the four buildings at Fort 
George; how large were they? 

Ans. — ^I did not measure ; the one in which thev had their 
trading goods was a long building about sixteen feet wide 
and some forty or fifty feet long, I should judge; this was 
the one they had their goods in and lived in. 

Int. 4. — Was there not also a salmon house, about thirty 
long by twenty feet wide ? 

Ans. — There was a salmon house ; I do not know how 
large it waa ; there was also a house occupied by the Kana- 
kas, with two rooms in it ; the other one was a small build- 
ing, having one room in it. 

Int. 5. — Were not these buildings made of hewed timber 
squared on four sides, with sills and posts, ar\d the sills laid 
on blocks ? 

Ans. — They were. 

Int. 6. — Would such buildings generally be called log 
cabins in Oregon ? 

Ans. — Such as them I think would ; a log cabin, in fact, 
was superior to them, especially if it had a good roof on it, 
and the logs sound. These were both rotten and leaky, and 
eat up principally with worms. 

Int. 7. — Are you positive that the Company left the build- 
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ings before Major Hatheway came to Astoria and went into 
camp below the town? 

Arts, — I am not; I kind of think he went into camp below 
Astoria, before the Company left the fort. 

Int. 8. — ^Do you not recollect that Gov. Douglas was here 
that spring, and disposed of or removed the Company's 
property when Major Hatheway took possession? 

Ans. — I do not ; they had no property here ; about a canoe 
load of goods. They had two or three head of cattle. 

Int 9. — Did not the military occupy these buildings after 
they took possession ? 

Ans. — They might; I do not know; if they did it was 
[for] a very short time. They built their buildings on the 
hill. 

Int. 10. — "Were not the buildings occupied as quarters or 
for storehouses so long as the military remained there ? 

Ans. — ITo, sir. 

Int. 11. — ^Do you not remember that Eckerson and Hunt, 
with their families, occupied two of them, and were not 
Eckerson and Hunt soldiers ? 

Ans. — They were there a part of the time ; I can't say how 
long. They were soldiers. Eckerson was a sergeant and 
Hunt was a soldier. 

Int. 12. — ^Did you not sell one of these buildings, or the 
logs of which it was made, to Col. James Taylor for fire wood 
in 1852? 

Ans. — I might have done it. 

Int. 13. — Did you take possession of the premises after 
the military abandoned them, and disposed of the building ? 

Ans. — ^ISTo, sir; I claimed to have possession all the time. 

Int. 14. — Did you resume possession then ? 

Ans. — I claimed to hold it from the time I purchased it of 
John M. Shively up to the present time. 

Int. 15. — Could timber be very rotten in 1846 which you 
sold for fire wood six years afterwards ? 

Ans. — It could ; you understand that where the corners 
were exposed to water they would become rotten, while the 
middle of the log would remain sound. 
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Int. 16.— ^Did you buy the Company's buildings when you 
bought the land of Shively ? 

Arts. — I bought the undivided half of 640 acres of land, 
and I supposed that when that was divided what was on it 
and fell to me was mine. 

Int. 17. — Did you suppose that Shively had a right to sell 
the Company's buildings ? 

Ayis. — I did not suppose anything about it. 

Int. 18. — Did you or Shively interfere with the Company's 
land or property from 1846 to 1850 ? 

Ans. — Not that I know of 

Int. 19. — ^Did you or Shively interfere with the military 
while they occupied the property ? 

Ans. — ^Not that I know of; they were the trespassers, and 
when they left the property, the buildings they erected 
reverted to us, except what buildings were on the land owned 
by others, which reverted to them. 

Int. 20. — During the reservation, did you and Shively, 
or the military authorities, have control of the land formerly 
occupied by the Hudson's Bay Company ? 

Ans. — The military built houses on it, and claimed it 
under their form of reservation. 

Int. 21. — Did you and Shively at that time exercise any 
control over that tract of land ? 

Ans. — I have not seen any diiFerence since I lived there. 

James Welch. 

Astoria, Oregon, August 13, 1866. 



State of Oregon, 1 
County of Clatsop, j ^ ' 

I, T. G. Hustler, county clerk of said county, do hereby 

certify that the foregoing depositions, hereto annexed, of 

W. H. Gray, George Summers, James Taylor, and James 

Welch, witnesses produced by and in behalf of the United 

tates, in relation to the matter of the claim of the Hudson's 

Jay Company, before the British and American Joint Com- 



208 

mission for the adjustment of the same, were taken before 
me, at my office in the city of Astoria, and reduced to writ- 
ing by me, beginning on the 11th day of August, A. D. 1866, 
and ending on the 13th of said month, according to the dates 
appended to said depositions, when they were respectively 
signed. I further certify that such depositions were 
taken in pursuance of the verbal agreement of the attorneys 
aforesaid made in my presence. 

I further certify that to each of said witnesses, before his 
examination, I administered the following oath: 

" You swear that the evidence which you shall give in the 
matter of the claim of the Hudson's Bay Company against 
the United States of America shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God.'' 

That after the same was reduced to writing, the deposition 
of each witness was carefully read to and then signed by 
him. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereto set my hand and 
the official seal of the county court of said 
[l. s.] county, this thirteenth day of August, A. D. 
1866. 

T. Q. HUSTLER, au7ity Clerk. 



BRITISH AND AMERICAN JOINT COMMISSION 

UPON THE CLAIMS OP THE 

HUDSON'S BAY AND PUGET'S SOUOT) AGEICUL- 
TURAL COMPANIES. 



In the mailer of the Claim of the Hudson's Bay Company vs. the 

United States. 

Depositions of witnesses produced in behalf of the United 
States, taken before me, J. M. Bacon, county clerk of 
Clackamas county, Oregon, at Oregon City, in said 
county, in pursuance of a verbal agreement made in my 
presence by W. C. Johnson, Esq., attorney for the Uni- 
ted States, and Amory Holbrook, Esq,, attorney for the 
Hudson's Bay Company. 

Testimony of W. W. Buck. 

W. W. Buck being first duly sworn, deposeth as follows; 

Int. 1. — ^What is your age, residence, and occupation? 

Ans, — Sixty-two years ; Oregon City ; President and Super- 
intendent of the Oregon City Paper Manufacturing Company ; 
also in connection with my son in carrying on a saw mill. I 
have been to some extent a contractor of wooden buildings. 

Int. 2. — "When did you come to Oregon, and where did 
you first locate ? 

Ans.—I arrived in Oregon in November 1845 ; for a few 
months stopped on what is called Scapoose Plains, six [iniles 
above the place now known as St. Helen's; after that in 
Portland, until 1848 ; from that time to the present in Ore- 
gon City. 
14 
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Int. 3. — What was the amount of your acquaintance, if 
any, with the Hudson^s Bay establishment at and about Van- 
couver ? 

Ans. — I was frequently there ; it was my place of trade 
from November, 1845, to 1847 ; since that time I have been 
pretty familiar with the place. 

Int. 4. — ^Describe the condition of the Company's agricul- 
tural operations and property in 1846, so fai* as you know 
that condition. 

An8. — ^I know nothing about any of it except that por- 
tion immediately about the Fort Vancouver and on Sau- 
vie's island ; on Sauvio's island there was comparatively no 
improvement at that time, except two small log cabins, one 
on the slough side, and one on the Columbia side; they 
were occupied by men who were called dairy-men and 
took care of the cattle on the island, I do not think there 
was any farming on the island except a small garden on one 
of these places. The two buildings, I suppose, could be con- • 
structed for one hundred dollars ; but I do not pretend to 
say what they were worth to the Company. About the fort 
they had a considerable extent of farming land, and raised 
considerable crops of grain ; but the number of acres I do 
not know. 

Int. 5. — State whether the fencing and ' farm buildings 
about these places were kept in repair after 1846. 

Ans. — ^I think they were, about the fort. 

Int. 6. — ^In what state of repair were the Company's build- 
ings at Fort Vancouver and the out-buildings in the imme- 
diate neighborhood in 1846 ? 

Ams. — ^I think for the kind of buildings th*y were in pretty 
good state of repair. 

Int. 7. — What kind of buildings were they ? 

Ans. — The buildings were of very cheap constructions, 
with sills and beams; the sills and beams grooved, and pun- 
cheons or sawed lumber slipped into the grooves. It was a 
style of building I was unacquainted with before. Some of 
them might have been with grooved posts, and the timber 
slipped down in them. They were generally rough finished 
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buildings. All these descriptions are comparative according 
to circumstances and dates* In building in a new countiy 
buildings might be tolerably good, while in an old country 
they might be called rough oaes. Some of the outside or 
Kanaka buildings were built of slabs^ and they were very 
trifling buildings. 

Int 8. — Wl^atj In your judgment, would have been the 
cost in 1846 of erecting one of thp Company's store houses, 
such as you have described, 100 by 40 feet? 

Jl?i«.-r-That style of building I do not know how to get at ; 
but as near as I could guess, I should think would cost 
about $1,500- 

Int 9,— Were the buildings inside and outside the fort 
kept in repair after 1846 ? If so, up to what time, and if 
only part of them were, state which, so far as you know. 

^7W.— I think they were kept in repair until Mr. Douglas 
left; I think that was in 1849 ; after that some of them, at 
least, I think a considerable number of them, were left 
measurably, and went tO' decay. The outside buildings were 
neglected to some extent after 184^? 

Int 10. — ^If you remember, state how some of these 
decaying buildings on the inside of the fort were supported 
or prevented from falling about that date. 

Ana. — ^I could not answer that question. 

Int 11. — Taking the country and its commerce and settle- 
ment by whites, as it was in 1868, for what purpose, if any, 
would such buildings as the Company had at Vancouver be 
valuable ? (Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — Some of them would do for stables to put horses 
in, and a portion of them had entirely disappeared ; some of 
them were used for that purpose in 1863, and others had en- 
tirely disappearedi 

Int 12.— Suppose one of those store houses, as it was in 
1846, was in existenee in 1868^ for what purpose would it be 
valuable as the settiiement and business of the country were 
then arranged ? (Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant, 
and because the; Company were obliged to give up possession 
of that property in I860.) 
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Ans. — The answer will be the same. The different style 
of buildings used and required in 1868 would have made 
such buildings only fit for keeping hay and horses in, the 
purpose for which they were only used. 

Int. 13. — How would it have been in 1860 ? 

Am. — I am not exactly prepared to answer that. 

Int. 14. — Were you acquainted with the Company's prop- 
erty on Champoeg ? If so, state when you first saw it, and 
how many years you were familiar with it. 

Ans. — I do not think I ever saw that until 1850, but have 
been familiar with it since that. 

Int. 15. — ^Describe the buildings you saw at that place in 
1850. 

Ans. — I do not know that I could tell; but there was a 
building for a warehouse or granary, a store, and there was a 
dwelling-house, but I do not know if the Company owned 
it; my memory as to size would be indefinite; my recollec- 
lection would be that the granary would be, perhaps, 30 by 40 
feet ; the store, I think, would be, perhaps, 24 by 34 feet, or 
something like that ; the dwelling-house might be 20 by 30 
feet ; I think the warehouse or granary was what some term 
a block house or hewn log house, but I am not positive ; 
according to the best of my recollection, the store was a 
frame building; I think the dwelling-house was a frame 
building also. 

Int. 16. — Give an estimate of the value of these buildings 
as you first saw them? 

Ans. — As good buildings as these could be built, when I 
first saw them, for $3,000. 

Int. 17. — State when you saw these buildings last, and what 
their condition then was. 

Ans. — I do not think I ever saw them after 1853; no 
change more than the usual wear of time. 

Int. 18. — What became of those buildings finally? 
Ans. — Washed away in 1861 by the flood. 
Int. 19. — Were you acquainted with Dr. John McLoughlin 
during his lifetime ? If so, state during what years. 
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Ans. — ^I was acquainted with Dr, J. McLoughlin from 
November, 1845, until he died in 1857. 

Int. 20. — Did you ever have any conversation with Dr, 
McLoughlin about difficulties he had with the Company's 
managers, (his superiors,) growing out of advances made to 
the early settlers in the country ? If so, state what he said. 
(Objected to as leading, incompetent, irrelevant, and imma- 
terial.) 

Arts. — I had frequent conversations with the Doctor, in 
which he complained of being badly used by the settlers, in 
consequence of having advanced goods to them, and could 
not get his pay ; that the Company complained of him for 
making those advances ; I think he said he had to assume a 
considerable amount himself. 

Int. 21. — ^What official positions have you held in Oregon? 

An^. — ^I have been a member of the Legislature ; President 
of the Council under [the] Territorial Government; I was 
also for some time one of the County Commissioners of this 
county, and afterwards Territorial Treasurer. 

Oross-examindtion hy cmnselfor Hudson* s Bay Company. 

Int. 1. — ^When did you leave the Scapoose plains ? 

Ans.— In 1846. 

Int. 2. — ^When did you go there, sind where have you 
since resided ? 

An^. — ^In August of 1846, 1 moved to a place a little below 
Portland ; in 1847 I lived in Portland; from that I moved to 
Oregon City, where I have resided until this time. 

Int. 3. — How long since you were at Fort Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I was at Fort Vancouver a year ago last winter — 
the last time. 

Int. 4. — How long prior to that was your previous visit 
there? 

Ans. — I was there on the 4th of July previous. 

Int. 5. — How many times were you there betweeen 1850 
and 1860? 

Ans. — I was only there once, in 1852. 
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Int. 6. — How many times each year were you there be- 
tween 1845 and 1850 ? 

Arts, — ^I cannot answer that question ; I was there often, 
but do not know how often. 

Int, 7. — How long were the visits you made there during 
that time? 

AnB. — Never more than one night at a time. 

Int, 8. — When you say that a considerable number of the 
buildings were left, and went measurably to decay after 
1849, please state which of these buildings you refer to. 

Arts, — I have no means to describe the buildings ; I do 
not know the names of them, 

InU 9. — ^Were they inside the fort ? 

Ans. — ^Yes. 

InL 10. — Had they gone to decay in 1852 ? 

Ans. — I think not, to any great extent. 

Int. 11, — How can you say, if you were not there after 
1852, that they were left, and had gone to decay in 1860? 

An8. — ^Because they were nearly all gone in 1860. 

InL 12. — ^What time in 1860 were you there? 

AnB. — Some time in the summer. 

Int. 13. — ^Had not the Company at that time removed from 
Fort Vancouver and taken away their present property ? 

Ans. — I think they had. 

hit. 14. — ^Were not the buildings of the CoiJipany in use 
as storehouses by the Company and by the Government from 
1849 to 1852? 

Ans. — The Government did not use any of them until 
1850 ; I do not know whether the Government used any of 
them or not. 

Int. 15. — ^Were not those buildings at that timie suitable 
and sufficient for storage ? 

Ans. — I suppose they were ; they were old buildings, but 
I suppose they were good enough for storage. 

Int. TlQ. — ^Do you not know that the buildings at the post 
were mostly rebuilt in 1845 and 1846 ? 

Ans. — ^I know they were not. 
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Int. 17. — ^Were not two of the largest warehouses erected 
during those years on the south side of the fort ? 

Ans. — Not to my recollection. 

Int. 18. — ^When you say that the different style of build- 
ings regarded in subsequent years would have made such 
buildings only fit for stables, do you mean that if they had 
been kept in repair they were not as well adapted for storage 
as before ? 

Ans.'. — They were not so built as to preserve the building 
from going to decay by the action of the weather. 

Int. 19- — If they had been kept in repair, were they not 
as good in 1863 as in 1850, for purposes of storage ? 

An8. — They cannot be kept in repair; tte frame and sills 
were so exposed to the weather that they necessarily rotted 
in a few years. 

Int. 20. — ^If they could be kept in repair, would they not 
have been as suitable ? 

Ana. — ^I cannot answer that question- 

Int. 21. — Could not new blocking and sills be easily sup- 
plied when necessary ? 

Av^. — ^I do not know about that question ; a house can be 
built new when necessary. 

Int. 22. — ^What was the size of those posts ? 

Ans. — ^I should judge them to be about a foot square; they 
may not have been so. large. . 

hit. 23. — How many y^ars, in your judgment, would such 
posts stand the weather ? 

Ans. — The lower end of the post would not stand more 
than six or eight years, 

Int. 24. — How many of these posts were in the side of the 
building 100 feet long? 

Ans. — I think them posts were about eight feet apart; 
they might be more or les^ 

Int. 25. — ^Did ,you never, observe. that those posts were 
spliced at the foot when new sills were put in ? 

Ans. — They may or may not ; I never observed it. 

Int. 26. — ^Is your acquaintance with buildings of that kind 
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sufficient to enable you to form a definite judgment as to the 
time they will stand ? 

Ans, — ^I know pretty well the durability of this fir timber, 
of which they were built, when exposed to the weather. 

Int 27. — Can you tell the price of hewed timber at Van- 
couver in 1846 ? 

Am. — ^o ; I know what it was at Portland. 

Int. 28. — How much hewn timber, in your judgment, was 
required for a building 100 by 40 feet, two stories high, 
constructed as you have stated those at Vancouver were 
constructed? 

Ans. — ^Perhaps 1,000 feet. 

Int. 29. — ^How much planking for filling in ? 

-4iw.— 9,240 feet 

Int. 30. — How much for rafters ? 

^7w.— 2,500 feet. 

Int. 31. — ^How much for fiooring? 

Ans. — 10,000 for the two floors, if it was 1 J inch. 

Int. 32. — Do you not know that those floors were three- 
inch plank ? 

Ans. — I do not know what they were. 

Int. 33. — In making this estimate, how many posts do you 
count? 

Ans. — I counted sixteen. 

Int. 34. — How can you count only sixteen, when you said 
they were eight feet apart, and the sides and ends measured 
280 feet? 

Ans. — I did not say they were only eight feet apart ; they 
might be more or less. In estimating the number of the 
posts, it was not definite ; it was only a gue^s. 

Int. 35. — When you fix the value at only $1,500, is not 
that estimate also indefinite, and mere guess work ? 

Ans. — It is an approximation. 

Int. 36. — Are you positive that the Gompany had but two 
dairies on Sauvie^s Island ? 

Ans. — It was all I ever knew o£ 

Int 37. — ^Did not Malcolm Smith occupy one on the Co- 
lumbia river ? 
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Ans, — A man that they used to call Malcolm had one ; I 
never knew what his other name was. 

Int. 38. — Was not the E'renchman spoken of by you named 
Guilbeau ? 

Ans. — Malcolm was the man I had in my mind as the 
Frenchman. 

Int. 39.— How many times did you ever visit the Com- 
pany's farms on Sauvie's Island ? 

Ans. — ^I did not know that they had any. 

hit. 40. — What did you mean by saying that you knew 
nothing of the Company's agricultural operations and the 
property, except about the fort and on Sauvie's Island ? 

Ans. — ^I did not thereby say they had farms on Sauvie's 
Island. 

hit. 41. — What did they have on Sauvie's Island ? 

Ans. — They had stock ; used the island for grazing. 

Int. 42.— How much stock did they have there in 1846 ? 

Ans. — As to tbe amount, I know nothing how much. 

Int. 43. — How many milch cows ? 

Ans. — They had considerable stock, but what number of 
any particular kind I do not know. 

Int. 4:4i. — Do you know what became of this stock? 

Ans. — ^I do not. 

Int. 45. — Was not a considerable portion of it killed or 
taken away by settlers at different times ? 

Ans. — As to that, I know nothing more than I heard re- 
ports that some people at some several times killed cattle 
there. 

InU 46. — When at Champoeg, did you so particularly ex- 
amine the buildings as to be able to testify in regard to their 
condition and value ? 

An^. — I made no more than common observation. 

Int. 4:7. — At what time were the conversations with Dr. 
McLoughlin, to which you have referred ? 

Ans. — After the year 1848. 

Int. 48. — Are you certain that what the Doctor said was 
not, that he feared the Company might compel him to assume 
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settlers' debts, because be bad given credit contrary to 
orders ? 

Am. — That was tbe impression tbat I got from the Doctor, 
and what I intended to have «aid in my direct answer ; I am 
not positive whether he said he feared the Company would 
charge him or had charged him. 



W. W. BuoK. 



Oregon City, August 15, 1866. 



Testimony of J, T. Apperson. 

J. T. Apperson being duly sworn, says : 

Int. 1. — ^What is your age, residence, and occupation ? 

Arts. — Age, thirty-one years ; residence, Oregon City ; en- 
gaged in steam-boating ; a carpenter and joiner by trade. 
From February, 1862, to April, 1865, 1 was 1st lieutenant in 
the 1st Oregon cavalry, in the United States service. 

Int. 2. — On what route have you been steam-boating, and 
for how many years ? 

Ans. — On the Willamette river, from Portland to the 
Yamhill, from 1858 until I went into the service of the 
United States. Since I left the service I have been engaged 
on the Upper Willamette river. 

hit 3. — Are you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany's property at Champoeg ? If so, state when you first 
saw it, and how frequently you were at or about it after- 
wards. 

Ans. — I am acquainted with it ; I saw it almost daily from 
1858 until I went into the service; the bpat on whioh I was 
running made daily landings there. < 

Int. 4. — Give a description, as near as you can, of the 
buildings at this pl^x^e in 1858^ giving size, manner of con- 
struction, and state of repair, 

Ans. — ^I cannot give it accurately, not havipg measured 
them; there was a warehouse, storehouse, and dwelling- 
house ; I think, also, there was an old block house there ; 
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the warehouse, store, and dwelling-houses were frame 
buildings ; the block house was a log building ; I think the 
warehouse would not exceed 22 by 36 feet ; the dwelling- 
house I do not think was over 18 by 26 or 28 feet, one story 
high; the warehouse was also one story high; the store 
was probably 22 by 40 feet, one-and-a-half stories high ; I 
think none of them were painted, except the front of the 
storehouse; in 1858 the warehouse, dwelling-house, and 
block houses were in a bad state of repair, and unoccupied 
at that time ; the store was occupied, and I presume was in 
moderate repair at that time. 

InU 5. — ^How long after 1858 was the storeroom occu- 
pied? 

Ana. — ^I am not positive, but am under the impression 
it was occupied until the flood, in 1861. 

Int, 6. — Were either of the other buildings occupied or 
used after 1858 ? 

Ans. — I think not. 

InL 7. — ^What became of these buildings ? 

Am. — They were all washed away daring the flood in 1861, 
I think, 

InLi. — Give an estimate of the value of those buildings 
as you saw them in 1858. 

Arts. — I do not think at that time they were worth over 
$4,000 at the outside. 

Int 9. — How much was land worth per acre, in your judg- 
ment, anywhere from 1858 to 1862, at the landing fronting 
the Company's building at Ghampoeg ? 

Arts. — I do not think it was worth to exceed J50 per acre 
during that period. 

Int. 10. — What was it worth per ' acre after the flood, in 
December, 1861? (Objected to as immaterial and irrele- 
vant.) ' 

Arts. — ^It was almost comfjaratively valueless after the flood, 
as I do not think it was worth at the outside over $5 per acre 
in that locality. 

Int. 11. — Was the store at Champeog occupied by the 
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Hudson's Bay Company, or by some one leasing from them? 
(Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — ^I think it was occupied by other parties. 

Int. 12. — Did the buildings at Champoeg remain of as 
great value until they were washed away, as you have fixed 
them in 1858 ? If not, state the amount of depreciation in 
your judgment. (Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — They were not of as great value at the time they 
were washed away ; I do not think they were worth to exceed 
$1,500 or $2,000 in 1861, on account of the decay ; they had 
depreciated very materially from 1858 to 1861, being old and 
unoccupied, and not kept in repair, except the store. 

Cross-examination by A. Holbrooke Esq.^ 

Int. 1. — ^Did you ever see that property before 1858 ? 

Ans. — I think that I have, but not to notice it particularly. 

Int. 2. — Did you know Archibald McKinlay and Thomas 
Lawe, and were they not in charge of that property from 
1858 until 1861 ? 

Ans. — I was personally acquainted with them, and I think 
they were in charge of the property. 

Int. 3. — State what was their standing in the community, 
and whether you consider them qualified to judge of the 
value of property of which they were acquainted? (Ob- 
jected to as not proper cross-examination, no question having 
been. asked the witness about Messrs. Lowe and McKinlay.) 

Ans. — Their standing was good in community ; I should 
consider their judgment good. 

Int. 4. — Are you positive that the store was not painted 
on all sides? 

Ans. — ^I am not positive; but my impression is it was 
only painted in front, though I am not sure about it. 

Int. 5. — Do you uot remember that Mr. McKinlay occu- 
pied the dwelling-house with his family in 1858 ? 

An^. — I know Mr. KcKinlay did occupy it; but I was 
under the impression that he moved out about that time or 
a little before. 
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InL 6. — Do you not know that the warehouse was used 
for storage of wheat in 1858 and after ? 
Ans. — My impression is, it was not. 

Int. 7. — Did not the boats on the river frequently stop at 
the Company's landing to receive freight? 
^w«.— They did? 

Int. 8. — Did not that freight come from the Company's 
warehouse ? 

Arts. — I think not. 

Int. 9. — Was not that freight generally shipped by Mr. 
McKinlay and his partner? 

Ans. — They shipped a good lot of freight from the Com- 
panj^'s landing. 

Int.. 10. — Was there any other warehouse near that land- 
ing except that of the Company? 

Ans — There was not, until 1859 or 1860 ; Mr. McKay built 
one for private use ; his was below, at another landing. 

Int. 11. — Do you mean to say that the warehouse was car- 
ried away entirely with the flood? 

Ans. — It was not carried away entirely, but was removed, 
probably, fifty yards below. 

Int. 12. — In estimating the value of the buildings, please 
state what jou regard as the worth of the store. 
Ans, — I fixed it at $1,500. 
Int. 13. — What of the dwelling-house? 
Ans.—Ai $1,000. 

Int. 14. — What of the warehouse? 
Ans, — I estimated that at $800. 

Int. 15. — Have you had experience in the erection of such 
buildings ? 
Ans. — I have. 

Int. 16. — IIoW was that warehouse constructed? 
Ans. — It was a frame building shingled. 
Int. 17. — Do you think that such a building 22 by 36 feet 
could have been erected for $800 ? 

Ans. — I do not; but in making my estimate in 1858, I 
considered its then value at not what it would cost, it being 
an old building. 
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M. 18.— Do you not know that lots 50 by 100 feet in 1858 
were worth $50 each at Champoeg, or more ? 

Arts. — I think the lots in town were worth from $50 to $75 
each at that period ; in fixing this price at $50 per acre, I 
referred to land not in town, as the Company's landing was 
a little above the town, and iiot so valuable as l6ts in town, 
and the principal landing for the town was below the Com- 
pany's landing, probably 260 or 300 yards below. 

Int. 19. — ^How many lots were there in a block Or an acre ? 

J.n5,-^ About eight lots. 

Int. 20. — Do you think there was as much difference in 
the value of an acre as four or six hundred dollars and fifty 
dollars at a distance of two or three hundred yards ? 

An9. — In that locality I do. 

hit 21. — Do you not know that the Company had several 
lots in what you call the town ? 

Ans. — I do not know that they did, but my impression is 
that they had ; I have heard it spoken of. 

Direct examination resumed. 

Int. 1. — Were not Messrs. McKinlay and Lowe mer- 
chants, and, so far as you know, without any experience in 
building? 

Ans, — They were merchants, and, so far as I know, had 
no experience in building, but men of good judgment, in my 
opinion. 

Int. 2. — About what time did Mr. McKinlay move upon 
his claim across the river from Champoeg ? 

A71S. — I think it w:as in the latter part of 1857 or the early 
part of 1858. 

Int. 3. — ^Who were his partners, of whom . yon have 
spoken? 

Ans. — The firm's nanie was Allan, McJuinlayA Co.; Mr. 
Allan and Mr. Lowe were the partners tha* I knew. 

Int. 4. — ^How long after the spring: of 1858 did they do 
business in Champoeg ? 
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Arts, — I could not tell exa<jtly, but I think it was some 
time in 1860, before they closed out entirely at Champoeg. 

Oross-examinaimi remmed. 

Int. 1. — Do you not know Messrs, McKinlay and Lowe 
had several buildings erected for them; stores, dwelling- 
houses, and a mill, at and near Oregon Oity, and at and near 
Champoeg? 

Ans. — I know that they had. 

J. T; AppERsoiJr. 

Oregon CiIy^ August W, 1866, 



Testimony of William Barlow. 

William Barlow, being first duly sworn, says : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ans. — My age is forty-four years ; residence, Oregon City ; 
merchant, hotel keeper, and farmer. 

Int 2. — When did you first come to Oregon ? 

Ans.— In 1845. 

Int. 3.— Ave you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany's establishment at Champoeg? If so, state when you 
first became acquainted with it. 

Ans. — I am acquainted with the warehouse, place of resi- 
dence, store and block-house ; I first became acquainted with 
it in the fall of 1846, and have been there more or less ever 
since. 

Int. 4. — What, in your opinion, would have been the cost 
in 1846 of erecting the buildings you have mentioned? 

Ans.—My opinion is from ^4,000 to $5,000. 

Int. 5. — What became of those buildings ? 

Ans. — Some of them rotted down, and the remainder of 
them, I think, were all washed away by the flood of 1861, 
unless it would be a litMe portion of the old block-house, 
but am not sure. 

Int. 6. — Taking these buildings as you last saw them, be- 
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fore the flood of 1861, what do you think was their value ? 
(Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant, the Company be- 
ing dispossessed of their property in Oregon, or obliged to 
leave Fort Vancouver in 1860.) 

Ans. — I should think the full value would be from $1,000 
to $1,600. 

InL 7. — ^What, in your opinion, was the value per acre of 
land at and about these buildings before the flood in 1861 ? 

Arts, — I do not know what the value of the land was. 

Int 28. — About what was the market value of good farm- 
ing lands, in the northern portion of the Willamette Valley, 
from 1860 to 1863, with regard to buildings ? 

Ans, — Good prairie land was worth probably $10 per acre ; 
good timber land was worth probably from one and a quar- 
ter to three dollars per acre; that is the rate generally 
assessed by the assessor. 

Int. 9. — Have you one of the best claims, including a large 
amount of prairie, in Clackamus county ? (Objected to as 
leading and immaterial.) 

An^. — I think I have one of the best. 

Int 10. — How is that land improved ? 

Ans. — All the prairie land is fenced and broke and in 
good cultivation; large orchard, frame barn, good farmhouse 
and out houses. 

Int. 11. — At about how much per acre has that land been 
assessed for the last four or live years, with all the improve- 
ments ? 

Ans. — It has been assessed at about $10 per acre. 

Cross-examination by A. Ilolbrook, Esq. 

Int. 12. — When you say that the cost of erecting the 
buildings of the Company at Champoeg was in 1846 between 
four and five thousand dollars, in your opinion, please to 
state the amount you fix on each building. 

Ans. — The warehouse probably was the best building at 
that time of any of them, and probably cost $1,200 or $1,500 ; 
the dwelling-house was worth about $1,200 ; the storehouse 
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might have been worth $1,000 ; the block house was hardly 
worth anything, not over $500. 

Int. 2. — Can you give the size of the warehouse? 

Ans, — ^I cannot give the size of that, or of any of the 
buildings. 

Int. 3. — Is not your estimate of the worth of those build- 
ings in 1845 and 1846, twenty years ago, necessarily indefi- 
nite and uncertain, when you do not remember the size of 
^either? 

Ans, — I stated in the start that I gave that as my opinion 
of the value of them at that time ; I will state further that I 
think I could have put the buildings there for that money. 

Int 4. — Can you tell which of the buildings rotted down, 
as stated by you? 

An9. — I think the block house was one, and a portion of 
the big warehouse. 

Int. 5. — Are you positive that either of them' rotted 
down before 1861? 

Ans. — 1 was there some time before 1861, and the ware- 
house was considered unsafe at that time to put grain in ; at 
least they told me so. 

Int. 6. — ^Were not new sills put under the building before 
1861? 

Ans. — I do not know ; I heard so, but do not know. 

Int. 7. — ^^Were not all the buildings standing just before 
the flood, in 1861 ? 

Ans. — I am not certain as to that; there was so many new 
buildings put up at Champoeg about that time, I cannot 
remember about these. 

Int. 8. — Have you not, since 1861, seen the warehouse 
when it was removed by the flood, some little distance 
towards the river, from its old location? 

Ans. — ^Yes, I have seen it from the river ; I would not 
swear that it was all there or not, but have seen some of it 
there. 

Int. 9. — ^Was not that the only building at Champoeg 
which was not carried away by the flood ? 

Ans. — I think it was. 
15 
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InU 10. — How far is your farm from Oregon City ? 
J.7W.— Ten miles. 

Int. 11. — Is not Oregon City the point to which you are 
compelled to bring your produce for market ? 
Arts. — ^Yes, this is our point of trade. 

Direct Examination Resumed. 

Int. 1, — ^Has any use been made of the warehouse at* 
Champoeg, where it lodged in 1861 ? 

Ans. — ^I do not know anything about it, whether it was or 
not. 

Int. 2. — About what would be the cost of putting the 
improvements on your farm? (Objected to as immaterial 
and irrelevant.) 

Ans. — The improvements on my farm could not be put 
on for less than $6,000 at this time. 

Gross-examination Resumed. 

Int. 1. — State whether the business of forming with such 
land and such improvements as you possess has been profita- 
ble for the last fifteen years. 

Ans. — Part of the time it has, and part of the time it has 
not. 

Int. 2. — ^During what years was it profitable ? 

Ans. — It was profitable from 1852 until 1856 and 1857 ; 
from that time until 1862 it was just a living business, and 
did not pay any profit to the farmers. 

Int. 3. — To what do you attribute the absence of profit 
from 1857 to 1862? 

A ns. — The fact that California got able to supply her home 
demand, which gave us no market for our surplus, having • 
no other market to ship it to. 

Int. 4. — During those years, was not a market open to 
British Columbia and the northern mines ? 

Ans. — Yes, to some extent there was ; but not sufficient to 
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justify the farmers in raising large crops of produce; at least 
they all thought so. 

Int. 5. — ^If during those years you had used surplus crops 
by way of raising stock, sheep, cattle, and hogs, do you not 
think the business would have been profitable ? 

Arts. — ^It might have been ; different management in hus 
bandry would have made different profits; there is great 
room for improvement in farming now in Oregon. 

InU 6. — ^During those years, was there not a large and 
increasing demand for live stock in Victoria and British 
Columbia, and were not the prices offered good? 

Ans. — There was a demand for live stock ; prices ranged 
in this valley, from 1857 until after the flood, at about three 
to four cents on foot per pound; averaging three cents. 

IrU. 7. — Do you know the prices in Victoria during that 
period? 

Ans. — ^Nothing more than hearsay; I knew men who 
shipped cattle to Victoria, and made it profitable. 

Int 8. — ^From 1862, to what do you attribute reviving 
profits of farming ? 

Ans. — To two causes : first cause, failure of crops in Cali- 
fornia, and the development of the mines north and east 
of us. 

Int. 9. — Have you not been the assessor of this county at 
different times during the last fifteen years, and is it not 
usual in assessing real estate to appraise it at less than its 
actual cash value ? 

Ans. — I never was the assessor of this county but one 
year, and then there was no fixed value on land at all, but 
merely on improvements at that time ; at the present time I 
think it is usual for assessors to assess the property at its 
real cash value : they always favor property holders. 

Int. 10. — ^Do you mean to say that you would sell your 
farm for the amount in cash for which it was assessed the 
last year? 

Ans. — No, I would not; I sold in 1862, 720 acres, all 
fenced but the timber, about 600 acres prairie, for the sum 
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of $9,800 ; a good portion broke ; there was in cultivation 
about 240 acres, about 360 acres unbroken. 

InL 11. — How much does it cost to break land per acre? 

Am, — It is worth about $3 per acre to break prairie land, 

Wm. Barlow. 

Oregon City, August 10, 1866. 



Testimony of John G. Campbell. 

John G. Ozmpbelty being first duly sworn, deposeth asf 
follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Arts. — Age, forty-nine years ; residence, Oregon City ; 
accountant. 

Jnt 2. — ^When did you first come to Oregon 1 

Ans.—ln the fall of 1843. 

Int, 3. — Were you ever in the employ of the Hudson'^ 
Bay Company ? If so, state where, and during what years ? 

Arts. — In Oregon City, in the year 1846, probably in 1845, 
and in the beginning of 1847. 

Int. 4. — ^Were you in business on your own account at any 
time in Oregon ? If so, state during what years. 

Am, — I was in business in 1848, 1849, 1850, and up ta 
1855. 

Int. 5. — If you know, state what was the principal busi- 
ness of the Hudson's Bay Company when you first came to 
Oregon. 

An9. — Fur buisiness. 

Int. 6. — Was there any cbange in after years in the nature 
of the business done by them ? If so, state what it was, and 
to what causes attributable, 

Ans. — There was change in the business at Oregon City^ 
and, I believe, also in Vancouver; elsewhere I cannot say. 
On account of the influx of the population, the trade was a 
great deal heavier. 

Int. 7. — ^For how many years did the Hudson's Bay Com- 
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pany have the priricipal trade of the American settlers in 
what was known as Oregon ? (Objected to as immaterial 
and irrelevant) 

An8.— From 1843 to 1850. 

Int. 8. — Give your judgment, as a business man, as to 
whether this trade of the settlers in Oregon was an advant- 
age or profit to the Company or not. 

Ans. — I should judge it to be very lucrative. 

Int. 9. — In your judgment, what would be the comparative 
profit derived in those years from trade with the settlers and 
the trade with the Indians in furs and peltries ; which would 
be the most important trade? (Objected to as immaterial.) 

Ans. — ^I should judge the trade with settlers. 

Cross-examination by A, Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1. — Please to state by what means the Company made 
trade with settlers with which [of] you speak so lucrative ; 
was it not by combiniug with their fur business the purchase 
and shipment of produce raised by the settlers to foreign 
ports? 

Ans. — I think in a measure it was. 

Int. 2. — What were your means of knowing that the trade 
was lucrative ? 

Av^. — Understanding the price of wheat, and knowing the 
price thereof, and the price the goods were sold at. 

Int. 3. — ^What, in your judgment, was the number of 
people in Oregon in 1845, and about what the annual in- 
crease to 1850 ? 

Ans. — ^In 1845 I should judge there were about 5,000 
people, before the emigration of that year came in ; I think 
it would average 1,200 increase per annum up to 1850. 

Int. 4. — ^Were there or not American trading houses or 
stores during that period in Oregon ? 

Alls. — There were ; I do not recollect the number. 

Int. 5. — ^Did not the Company allow as high prices for 
wheat and produce, and sell goods as low, as any trading- 
house in Oregon, qualities being the same ? 
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Arts. — Taking the pro rata, they did bo, decidedly. 

Int. 6. — In your judgment, was not the existence of the 
Company and its business in Oregon of great advantage in 
promoting the prosperity of the people and developing the 
resources of the country ? 

Arts. — I have always considered it a great advantage to 
both parties ? 

Int 7. — If the Company had not been here, do you not 
believe that the safety of the settlers would have been greatly 
endangered, or their prosperity retarded ? 

Ans. — ^I do ; very much so. 

Int. 8. — ^Do you not know that the Company gave liberal 
credits to settlers on their arrival, when they were without 
means to support themselves and their families ? 

Ans. — They did. 

Jnt. 9. — ^Did not the Company extend those credits from 
year to year subsequently, if settlers were in needy circum- 
stances ? 

An8. — I do not know that they extended any after 1846. 

Int. 10. — ^Do you not know that up to the time that you 
left the Company many of the settlers were indebted to the 
Company for supplies furnished to them ? 

Ans. — ^I know they were. 

Int. 11. — Can you state about the amount of that indebt- 
edness, as appeared upon what was called the settlers' 
balance? 

Ans. — ^I never saw a balance sheet after 1845; at the 
closing of 1845 there was due forty odd thousand dollars, 
including a large amount due from the Missions. 

Int. 12. — ^Were these debts due from settlers in the 
Willamette Valley, residing about Oregon City, or in its 
vicinity ? 

Ans. — The whole of these accounts that came up here 
were due from residents of the Willamette Valley. 

Int. 13. — ^Do you know whether settlers residing in other 
parts of Oregon were likewise indebted to the Company? 

Ans. — ^I do not know. 

Int. 14. — ^Have you any means of knowing whether the 
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debts of which you speak in 1845 were ever paid in whole 
or in part ? 

Ans, — They were paid in part ; how big a part I don't 
know. 

Int. 15. — ^In speaking of the business as being lucrative, 
did you consider the fact of this indebtedness of settlers ? 

Ans, — I think I did. 

InU 16. — ^Do you know whether the Company ever charged 
the indebtedness of settlers to Dr. McLoughlin ? (Objected 
to, as no question was asked the witness relating to this mat- 
ter in his examination-in-chief.) 

Ans. — ^I never heard of their having done so. 

Int. 17. — Were you on intimate terms with Dr. McLough- 
lin from 1845 until his death, and residing in the same town 
with him ? 

Ans. — I was. 

Int. 18. — ^Did you ever hear him speak of his relations 
with the Company, after retiring from it, with reference to 
credits with settlers ? 

Ans. — ^Yes, I have. 

Int. 19. — ^Did he ever say that he had been obliged to pay 
any part of the debts due from settlers ? 

Ans. — ^I never heard him say so. 

Int. 20. — While in the Company's service, were notes 
given by settlers for what was due ? If so, to whom were 
they made payable, and why ? 

Ans. — ^Notes were given, made payable to John McLough- 
lin, C. F., (chief factor,) and John McLoughlin, agent of the 
Hudson's Bay Company ; and the why was, I told the Doc- 
tor, they ought not to be drawn in the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany's name, but in an individual's name. 

Int. 21 . — Please to state your means of knowing that the 
comparative profits of the fur trade were less than those of 
the trade with settlers. 

Ans. — ^AU the knowledge I derived was from conversa- 
tions with officers of the Hudson's Bay Company. 

Int. 22. — ^Do you know the cost of transportation to and 
the prices paid for furs at Fort Hall, Koutenay, Okanagan, 
and other interior posts, except from hearsay ? 
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Ans. — ^I do not 

Int. 23. — Up to 1845, had not the Company practically 
the entire control of the interior fur trade, as well as for 
some years after? 

Ans, — A great many folks said they did not. 

Int. 24. — ^Who besides them shared in its control, if you 
know? 

Am. — I understood Sublette and Campbell, Peg-leg Smith 
and the American Fur Company. 

Int. 25. — Was not the trade of these parties chiefly con- 
fined to the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains ? 

Ans. — I understood chiefly it was. 

Int. 26. — ^Do you not know that the gentleman called 
Smith, mentioned by you, traded his furs to the Hudson's 
Bay Company ? 

An^. — ^I do not know ; I met him in 1847 going there to 
Fort Hall for his brandy ; he told me so. 

Direct Examination Resumed. 

Int. 1. — ^Do you not know that Dr. McLoughlin had 
great difficulty with the Company on account of credits . 
extended to the settlers, of which you have spoken ? (Ob- 
jected to as leading.) 

Ans. — The Doctor considered that he had been very much 
abused by the Company in regard to its action on this mat- 
ter of credits. 

Int. 2. — What offer, if you know, did the Doctor make 
the Company with reference to these accounts ? and state 
upon whose advice this offer was made. (Objected to as 
leading and immaterial.) 

Ans. — I do not know that he ever made any. 

Int. 3. — ^What, if anything, did Dr. McLoughlin tell you 
upon the subject ? 

An». — I decline to answer the questioji, as I do not desire 
to make public confidential communications ; I was clerk for 
the Doctor and the Company at the same time, keeping both 
sets of books. 
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Cross-examination Resumed. 

Int. 1. — How long did you continue to act as clerk or 
agent for Dr. McLoughlin ? 

Ans.—JJniW May, 1847. 

Int. 2. — Subsequent to that time, did you for a longer or 
shorter period act in the same capacity, or attend to his busi- 
ness? 

Ans. — I did not during his life. 



J. G. Campbell. 



Oregon City, August 16, 1866. 



State of Oregon, 1 
County of Clackamas. J * 

T, J. M. Bacon, county clerk of said county, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing depositions, hereto annexed, of 
W. W. Buck, J. T. Apperson, William Barlow, and J. G. 
Campbell, witnesses produced by and in behalf of the United 
States in defence against the claims of the Hudson's Bay 
Company, before the British and American Joint Commis- 
sion for the adjustment of the same, were taken before 
me, at my office in Oregon City, in said county, and reduced 
to writing by me, on the 15th and 16th days of August, A. D. 
1866, according to the dates appended to said depositions, 
when they were signed respectively. I further certify that 
such depositions were taken before me in pursuance of a 
verbal agreement made in my presence between W. C. 
Johnson, Esq., attorney for the United States, and Amory 
Holbrook, Esq., attorney for the Hudson's Bay Company. 

I further certify that to each of said witnesses, before his 
examination, I administered the following oath : 

" You swear that the evidence you may give in the mat- 
ter of the claim of the Hudson's Bay Company against 
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the United States shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God." 

.That after the same was reduced to writing, was carefully 
read to and then signed by him. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereto subscribed my name 
P -- and affixed the seal of said county, this sixteenth 
^^' ^'J day of August, A. D. 1866. 

J. M. Bacon, Gou7ity QerL 



BRITISH AND AMERICAN JOINT COMMISSIO^t 



ON THE 



HUDSON'S BAY AND PUGET'S SOUND AGRICUL- 
TURAL COMPANIES' CLAIMS. 



Deposition of witnesses sworn and examined [in behalf of 
of the United States] in the city of Vancouver, in the 
county of Clarke and Territory of Washington, before 
me, Joseph M. Fletcher, a notary public within and for 
the said Territory of Washington, by virtue of a yerbal 
agreement made in my presence between W. C. John- 
son, Esq., counsel for the United States, and Amory 
Holbrook, Esq., counsel for the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany, in the matter of the claim of the Hudson's Bay 
Company against the United States of America. 

Testimony of Lewis Love. 

Lewis Love being first duly sworn, deposes as follows, to 
wit: 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ana. — Age, forty-eight years ; residence, Clarke county, 
Washington Territory ; occupation, miller ; I am running a 
saw-mill and grist-mill. 

Int. 2. — ^When did you come to the country, and where 
have you since resided ? 

Ans. — ^I came to the country in 1849 ; first four years of 
my residence on Columbia river bottom, opposite Vancou- 
ver; from that time (1854) to 1860 in the city of Portland; 
from 1860 to the present time in Clarke county, Washington 
Territory. 
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Int. 3. — What business did you follow when you lived 
opposite Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I carried on a farm, and two years of the time dealt 
in merchandise. 

Int. 4. — State whether during the time you have lived in 
this country you have been acquainted with the Hudson's 
Bay Company's post at Vancouver. 

Ans. — I have been, to some extent ; I used to see it the first 
four years pretty often, and done most of my trading there; 
during the next six years, while I resided in Portland, I only 
saw it occasionally; I have lived in Vancouver and vicinity 
since 1860. 

Int. 5. — On what particular part of the tract claimed by 
the Hudson's Bay Company do you now reside ? 

Ans. — On the tract of land known as the Hudson's Bay 
Company saw-mill site, taken as a donation claim by E. J. 
Taylor. 

Int. 6. — What has been the value, in your judgment, of 
land per acre at and about the Mill Plain, during the last 
three or four years, without reference to improvements? 

Ans. — I should think one dollar and a half an acre ; there 
is a good deal of vacant Government land there. 

Int. 7. — What do you say of the soil of the Mill Plain for 
agricultural purposes ? 

Ans. — I should call it rather poor land — gravelly. 

Int. 8. — Are you acquainted with the tract of land lying 
along the Columbia river, from the military reserve down 
to and including the Lower Plain ? If so, give an estimate 
of its value per acre. 

Ans. — I should not be a good estimate of its value, as I 
never dealt in it, but I have been over it frequently. 

Int. 9. — Give the best of your judgment, as a farmer and 
business man, and according to your knowledge of the value 
of similar land. 

Ans. — I should think, probably, about $5 per acre. 

Int. 10. — About what would you give as the value per 
acre of the 640 acres in the military reserve? 
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Ans. — I should think $8 an acre would be a fair price 
for it. 

Int. 11. — What would you say is the value per acre of the 
present town-site of Vancouver, say running one mile back 
from the Columbia river, including the claim of Amos Short, 
and the wedge between that and the military reserve ? 

Ans.-rl should think it would be worth in its present state 
probably $50 an acre. 

Int, 12. — In what state of repair were the buildings of the 
Company during the four years from 1850 to 1854, when you 
were most familiar with them ? 

Ans. — The buildings were getting pretty old from appear- 
ance; they were also repairing some considerable during 
the time ; the stockades about were rotted down ; the same 
posts were cut oft* and reset in the ground during that time; 
my statement would be that they were going down quite 
fast, so far as preservation was concerned. 

Int. 13. — State anything you observed indicating this fact, 
if you now remember. 

Ans. — Some of the floors were settling out of shape, as if 
they were giving way underneath ; the outward appearance 
of the buildings looked as if they were going to decay; I 
never saw any built just like them, and they might look 
different to me than to the owners on that account. 

Int. 14. — In what state of repair were the Company's 
buildings and fences at the farms away from the post when 
you first saw them Y 

Ans. — I know very little about them, from my own knowl- 
edge outside the post, until they were, taken by American 
settlers ; I never travelled over the country much until after 
that. 

Int. 15. — What is the value per acre of the land lying 
along the Columbia river, above the military reserve, ex- 
tending to and including the site of the Company's mills, a 
mile in width? 

Ans. — I should estimate the land in its raw state at about 
$2 per acre. 
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Cross-examination by A. Holbrook, Esq, 

Int. 1. — How much land did you buy of E. J. Taylor, and 
when was the purchase made ? 

Ans. — A little less, I believe, than 320 acres; I think 
about four years ago. 
Int. 2. — What price did you pay for that land ? . 
Ans. — ^I think the nonninal price was $8,000, but it was an 
exchange of property ; it was not a regular purchase. 

Int. 3. — What improvements were on the land when you 
purchased it ? 

An^. — I should think there was from twelve to fifteen 
acres cleared, and about 2.000 fruit trees, and some old 
buildings. 

Int. 4. — Were not those buildings erected by the Hudson's 
Bay Company? 

Ans. — A portion of them were, I believe; the house that 
Mr. Taylor occupied was built by the man who took the 
claim before him; I don't remember his name now; I think 
they called him Kanaka Bill ; he was a Kanaka, however. 
Int. 5. — Are there not good farms on the Mill Plain? 
A71S. — ^I believe there is. 

Int. 6. — Do you know of any sales of farms on the Mill 
Plains w^ithin the last five years ? 
Ans. — I believe I do. 

Int. 7. — State any, giving the names of seller and pur- 
chaser, amount of land, and the sum paid. 

Ans. — ^I only know from hearsay ; Dampfoffer sold to Mrs. 
Jones a hundred and sixty acres ; I heard the amount was 
$900. Mr. Wm. Goodwin sold a quarter of a section, taken 
as a homestead, for $200 ; Wm. Hazard sold to Buchanan ; 
I can't state the amount paid, or the amount of land; Mr. 
E. Goodwin sold a quarter section for $600, as I understood 
it to be. 

Int. 8. — Do you mean to say that the prairie land on the 
Mill Plain is, in your judgment, worth only a dollar and a 
half an acre? 
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Ans. — ^I don't mean to say that the land in the Mill Plain 
is only worth a dollar and a half an acre. 

Int 9. — How much is prairie land worth there ? 

Ans. — I think the land in the prairie itself is worth |5 an 
acre. 

Int, 10. — How extensive is the Mill Plain ? 

Ans. — ^I think about three sections ; probably not so much, 
perhaps a little more. 

InL 11. — Do you m^n to say that there is only land 
enough there for three full claims of 640 acres each? 

Ans. — I think that would include all the prairie land, or 
about all. 

InL 12. — What is the timber land adjoining the prairie 
worth per ac^e ? 

Ans. — I should think below Congress price, or else it 
would be entered ; it is poor and gravelly. 

Int. 13. — How much of the timber land adjoining the 
prairie is now vacant ? 

Ans. — I could not state as to quantity ; nearly all on the 
north side ; between that and the Lackamas creek. 

Int. 14. — In estimating the value of the land between the 
reserve and the lower plain, inclusive, state your reason for 
fixing it at $5 per acre. 

Ans. — My reason for that is, that it takes in a considerable 
quantity of swampy land and small lakes that I don't con- 
sider worth anything, the whole basis being made for wild 
land without improvement. 

Int. 15. — ^Excluding swampy land and lakes, what is the 
value of that land at the present time ? 

Ans.-^'FYom $20 to $25, the present value without the 
improvements. 

Int. 16. — ^Do you not know that land within those limits 
has been sold, and is now valued at $100 per acre ? 

Ans. — I don't know of any sales at $100 an acre ; I heard 
of a sale from Captain Ingalls to Turnbul and others, but I 
did not hear the price. 

lat. 17. — When you say that $8 an acre would be a fair 
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price for the 640 acres in the military reserve, what is your 
basis for that opinion ? 

Ans. — My basis is, I estimate it higher for its being a 
suitable place for a town-site, and without reference to any 
improvements making it valuable. 

Int 18. — ^Do you mean to say that if the land were vacant 
now, it would be worth only $8 an acre ? 

Ans. — I don't intend to be understood to say that it would 
be only worth $8 an acre, if vacant now, at its present valu- 
ation ; the growth around it makea it more valuable now. 
In. giving its value at $8, I consider it in its wild state, and 
without improvements in its vicinity. 

Int. 19. — What, in your judgment, would be the value of 
the reserve, if vacant at the present time, located as it is ? 

Ans, — I should put it the same as the town-site, at $50 an 
acre, considering its surrounding improvements. 

Int 20. — ^Do you mean to say that land in the town-site 
is worth only $50 an acre ? 

Ans. — I think that is all it is worth, in my estimation, in- 
cluding the whole tract. 

Int. 21. — ^How many acres does the town tract include ? 

Ans. — ^I only know from hearsay the strip of land called 
the wedge; I never knew how much there was of it. The 
town-site laid off by Mrs. Short I understand to be 320 
acres. 

Int. 22. — Do you know within the last ten years of the 
sale of any block measuring about an acre upon the town- 
site for $50 ? 

Ans. — I don't think I do, of any sales being perfected. 

Int. 23. — Do you know what the average price of lots has 
been during that time ? 

Ans. — I do not. 

Int. 24. — Do you know of any sales whatever within that 
time ? If so, state them, the prices, and the distance from 
the river. 

Ans. — I bought one lot, about 150 feet from the river, for 
$30; I think in block No. 45; I bought it at a public auction 
in January last ; there were other sales at the same time, 
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ranging from $20 to |120; I think that would be about 
what I understood it to be; it was at an administrator's 
sale. 

Int. 25. — How far was the land mentioned from the Com- 
pany's old post ? 

Ans, — I should think about three quarters of a mile. 

Int. 26. — Is it not near the lower end of the town-site? 

Ans. — I should say it was pretty near, fronting on the first 
street back from the river at that point. 

Int. 27. — Do you know of any sales of land adjoining the 
town-site within the last ten years ? 

Ans. — Mr. Brown, I believe, bought a tract adjoining, but 
I don't know what he paid ; Mr. Slocura bought a piece, the 
piece I understood to be $30 per acre ; the tract of land sold 
by Curtis Short to Captain Ingalls, within the last ten years, 
was sold for $100 per acre. 

Int. 28. — ^From whom did Slocum buy the land spoken 
of; when, and how much? 

Ans. — He bought it from Curtis Short ; it was part of the 
same tract, lying back of Captain Ingalls' ; I think about 
thirty acres ; I think about 1861 or 1862 ; I can't give correct 
dates. 

Int. 29. — Can you say that you noticed before 1854 any 
defect or decay in the buildings of the Company, at Fort 
Vancouver, which rendered them unfit for use? 

Ans. — I saw no defect, except [in] what they were still 
using; I was frequently through the buildings; Mr. Wark 
used to show me around through the buildings. 

Int. 30. — ^What defect did you see in the buildings which 
they were using ? Specify the buildings. 

Ans. — The only ones that I noticed any defect in, was the 
sales room and the storage room immediately adjoining; the 
sinking of the floors was the only defect. 

Int. 31. — ^Do you not know that the Company renewed 
the sills or blocks whenever there was any decay affecting 
the floors ? 

Ans. — ^I never saw them renewing either sills, or blocks, 
or the floors. 
16 
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Int. 32. — ^Do you not know that in 1854 the quartermaster 
and commissary departments of the Government occupied 
the store house, of which you speak? 

Ans, — I think they did not ; they occupied themselves the 
sales room and storage room, as a supply room for the sales 
room. 

Int. 33. — ^Is the statement made by you in your direct- 
examination that the buildings were going down quite fast, 
so far as preservation was concerned, true of any except the 
buildings you have last mentioned ? 

AnB. — ^I think they were all getting old, and going to decay 
with old age. 

InL 34. — Can you specify any defect except what you have 
named in the sales store and the store house adjoining? 

Ans. — ^Not any defect, further than age. 

Int. 35. — Do you know of any sales of land, above the 
reserve, along the river, within the last ten years ? K so, 
state the price and parties. 

Ans. — ^I think Mr. Nye sold Mr. Pritz a piece ; I think it 
was eighty acres, for $300; it fronts on the river. 

Int. 36. — Is there a single section, in those limits, which 
you do not believe is worth five dollars an acre ? 

Ans. — I think there is. 

Int. 37. — Will you name the land to which you refer ? 

Ans. — ^I refer to the land occupied by Mr. Lieser and Mr. 
Stensgair, and also Mr. John Earnest; I would not give two 
dollars per acre for any of that in its wild state ; I would not 
for my own, either, provided there was no other advantages 
with it ; I traded for it for milling purposes, and not for farm- 
ing ; I don't consider Hexter's any better, without any mill- 
ing privileges with it. 

Int. 38. — ^What is the value of the milling privilege on 
your land ? 

Ans. — ^I would be a very poor judge of that; I will do the 
best I can ; I should think the seat, with sufficient land to 
carry it on, separate from any other land, would be worth 
$3,000. 
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InU 39. — State what, in your judgment, is the value of 
the mill seat, on Mr, Hexter's land. 

Am. — ^I suppose that would be worth, probably, $1,000. 

Int. 40. — ^What, in your judgment, is the value per acre of 
the land claimed by William Ryan, adjoining the reserve? 

Ans. — I should think that strip of land, separate from any 
above, would be worth twenty dollars per acre. 

InL 41. — What is the value of the land of J. W. Nye, 
above Ryan? 

Ans. — I should think what there is left of that claim, 
including his wife's, is worth ten dollars per acre ; there is a 
part of it worth a mere nothing, which I include in my esti- 
mate. 

InL 42. — ^Which portion of it do you consider worthless ? 

Ans. — That would be the north side of it, which is a rocky 
steep hill side. 

Int. 43. — Do you not know that General Harney bought a 
portion of that northern part of the claim, in 1860, at ten 
dollars per acre ? 

An8. — ^I do not ; he bought the best part of the northern 
part of the claim, including some open land ; the price, I do 
not know. 

Questioned by Mr. Johnson. 

Int. 1. — ^What improvements were on lands sold by Damp- 
foffer, William Goodwin, and Moses Goodwin ? 

Ans. — On Dampfoffer's there must be near a hundred acres 
fenced in and in cultivation, and a Igg house, with a good 
shed on it; William Goodwin's, I should think, about ten 
acres fenced in, a small orchard, a log barn, and a one-story 
box house ; Moses Goodwin, perhaps, thirty acres in culti- 
vation, a small orchard, a good frame barn, and a common 
box house, 

Lewis Love 

Vancouvee, Washington Tbrbitory, 

August 20, 1866. 
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Testimont OF Levi Douthet. 

Levi Douthet being first duly sworn, deposes as follows, to 
wit: 

Int. 1. — AVhat is your age, residence, and occupation ? 

And. — I am ILfty-four years old ; my residence is Ckrke 
county, Washington Territory ; my occupation is farming at 
present ; but I am a mechanic by profession- 

InL 2. — When did you first come to Washington Territory, 
and where have you resided since that time ? 

Ap6. — I crossed the plains in 1852, lauded in Clarke couuty, 
and have remained in Clarke county ever since. 

Jtiii. 3. — What official positions have you held in Clarke 
county, and what office do you now hold ? 

Aiis. — ^I had the honor of being one of the representatives 
of the people of Clarke county in the legislature one session; 
and I now hold the office of probate judge, having been 
elected in 1864. 

Jjii, 4. — In what business were you engaged upon your 
first arrival in 1862, and how long did you continue in that 
employment? 

Ans. — I don't know that I can give exact dates; the first 
business I engaged in wa& in the employment of the Hudson's 
Bay Company, as mill-wright and carpenter ; but about the 
mill mostly I worked under the direction of Wm. F. Oate ; 
I began about the 1st of November, 1852, and continued 
until some time in the spring,, perhaps about four months, 
between four and five. 

Int. 5. — What, in your opinion, was the cost and value of 
the saw-mill, constructed by the Company about that time, 
on which you labored? 

uin9. — I could not give an opinion as to the cost, as I do not 
knovv the cost of the iron ; I think the mill was worthless, 
except for the iron, which might be taken out and put in 
some other construction. 

Int. 6. — State your reason for judging the mill to be 
worthless. 
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Ans. — My reason is, that owing to the manner in which it 
was constructed, it cost more to attend it and keep it run- 
ning than the profits would pay. 

Int. 7.— How long after 1852 did the Company continue to 
use the mill? 

Ans. — Mr. Crate told me in the spring, I think, ahout the 
time I quit work, that Mr. Ogden said the mill was running 
them in debt, and he was ordered to quit running it, as they 
did not want any lumber for their own use, and could not 
sell it for a sufficient price to pay for the expenses of run- 
ning the mill. 

Int. 8. — While there, did you see the old gang saw-mill 
and the grist-mill ? If bo, state their condition, and whether 
they were used by the Company or not. 

J.IW. — ^I saw a portion of the remains of the old gang saw- 
mill ; it looked as if it had fiallen down of itself; it was very 
rotten ; I saw the grist-mill ; it was also very much on the 
decay^ ; the Company was still using it ; it has decayed since 
then entirely, and was thrown away either by the Company 
or Mr. Crate. 

InL 9. — What would you consider the value of the gT»st- 
mill as you first saw it? 

Ans. — That is a very hard question ; there were a good set 
of burrs and irons, which was the whole value of the mill; 
they also had a small set of burrs, which I was informed 
ivas very good; Mr. Crate took them with him to Vancouver's 
Island. 

InU 10. — Was there any other mill in that vicinity of which 
you have not spoken ? If so, describe its condition and 
value. 

An%. — ^There was another old saw-mill up where the other 
saw-mill was ; that is within less than a hundred yards of the 
other mills ; it was somewhat on the decay, and had been 
abandoned and the machinery taken out when I first went 
there. 

InL 11. — ^What became of the machinery in the new saw- 
mill, built in 1852 and 1853 ? 

Ans. — ^I don't know. 
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InL 12. — ^Did you ever work for the Company about their 
buildings at Fort Vancouver? 

Ans, — ^No. 

Int 18. — ^How frequently were you in and about the fort 
during 1853, and how intimate was your acquaintance with 
the character and condition of the Company's buildings there? 

AiiS. — I done the most of my trading in the Company's 
store that year; I was quite frequently there, once or twice 
a month at least; sometimes more than that, often in a 
week ; I paid some attention to the buildings, as they were 
built in a different style from any that I had ever seen. 

InU 14. — ^In what state of repair were these buildings ? 
Describe their condition as fully as you can in this respect 

Ans, — They looked very old ; the sills, I think, were very 
much decayed; they were so much so that some two or 
three years afterwards Mr. Crate was engaged in putting 
new sills under some of them. 

InU 15, — How many of the buildings were repaired by 
Mr. Crate to your knowledge ? 

Ans. — I think one or two ; there might have been more. 

Int 16. — ^For what purpose, if any, would such buildings 
as those the Company had at Vancouver be useful, as the 
country and town are now settled by whites ? (Objected to 
as immaterial and irrelevant.) 

Ans, — I think they would only be useful as a barn or 
stable; or something of that kind, and not very suitable for 
a barn, on account of not being constructed right. 

Int. 17.— What, in your opinion, was the value of one of 
the storehouses 100 by 40 feet» as you saw it in 1853 ? 

Ans. — These buildings answered the Company's purposes, 
held their goods and kept them dry; but I don't think 
Yankees would give anything for them for their use; I 
don't think they had any value ; the Company abandoned 
them, and since then I don't think they have be^n occupied 
by any person, excepting that the Government has used' 
ihem to put hay and straw in ; I think they are about all 
gone now; I believe the Company took all the doors and 
windows away. 
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Int 18. — ^Were the buildiDgs in and about the fort kept 
in good repair from 1853 until the Company left in 1860 ? 

Ans, — I think the Company kept them in repair suitable 
for their use. When the pickets would rot down, they reset 
them, or got new ones ; they would frequently break off at 
the ground, on account of being rotten, a rod or two at a 
time. 

Int 19. — Taking the fort as a central point, what is the 
present value per acre of three square miles of land fronting 
on the Columbia river ? 

Ans. — To sell 1,920 acres, would not bring as much in pro- 
portion as it would if a man were allowed to take a small 
piece of it. I would estimate "the value of the land, exclusive 
of buildings, at from ten to fifteen dollars per acre. It takes 
in some valuable land, and some that is not so valuable. I 
aim to get at the average value of the whole. 

Int. 20. — ^What would you consider the average value per 
acre of land on the Lower Plain, having frontage on the 
riv^r, for five miles next below the land you have already 
estimated, say 3,200 acres ? 

Ans. — My estimation of that would be from five to seven 
dollars per acre, exclusive of the improvements, averaging 
the whole : I think that is a liberal estimate, as some has 
been reported to the probate court as sold at $3 per acre 
at a guardian's sale. 

Int 21. — How much of this tract is subject to annual 
overflow ? 

Ayis. — The greater portion of it. 

Int 22. — Take a tract below that last estimated by you, 
reaching to the Cathapootl river, say ten miles long and two 
miles wide, and estimate its value per acre. 

Ans. — ^I think it worth pretty much the same as the other 
land; I dotft know much difference; it is all grazing land, 
and its distance from town don't make much difference to 
stock-raising. 

Int 23. — Take six or seven miles along the Columbia, 
above the tract you have estimated, including the town-site, 
and three miles in width, so as to embrace the Mill Plain 
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and the sites of the Company's mills, and give your judgment 
of its value per acre. 

Ans. — ^I don't think I could average that land at over $2 
per acre, exclusive of improvements; there is some of it not 
yet entered at $1.26 in greenbacks, I think. 

Int. 24.— How is the soil on the Mill Plain ? 

Ans. — ^I call it light and gravelly. 

Int. 25 — What is the value per acre on the average of the 
tract of country extending back of the fort, plain, and in- 
cluding the second, third, and fourth plains, including a 
tract four miles up and down the Columbia, and six miles 
in width ? 

Ans, — I think that tract is' about the same as that last 
estimated; about $2 per acre; I would not invest money in 
it at $2 per acre; not in the whole tract. 

Int. 26. — Taking the town of Vancouver as it is, and the 
settlements around it, at what price per acre would you 
value the 640 acres immediately around the Company's old 
fort, now included in the military reserve, exclusive of the 
buildings r 

Ans, — I should think I should put it the same as the first, 
from ten to fifteen dollars per acre. 

Int. 27. — How far, and in what direction do you live from 
Vancouver City? 

Ans, — ^Between four and five miles, in a northeastly direc- 
tion. 

OrosS'Sxamined by A. JSoUn'ook, Esq. 

Int. 1. — ^How much land do you own, and. what is its value 
per acre ? 

Ans, — About 375 acres; I think it is worth between $12 
and $15 per acre, without the buildings; I mean the 320 
acres included in my donation claim; I include the cost of 
clearing, ditching, fencing, and orchard; the other is not 
worth more than three or four dollars per acre ; it is unim- 
proved. 

Int. 2. — What is the expense per acre of clearing such land ? 
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Ans. — I think the expense of clearing and ditching has 
cost rae $50 per acre for all the land I have cleared. 

Int. 3. — How nauch laud was thus cleared ? 

Afis. — I suppose between fifty and iifty-five acres. 

Int. 4. — What are your buildings worth ? 

Ans. — About eight or nine hundred dollars. 

Int. 5. — What is the assessment upon your property ? 

Am. — I think they assess my land at $1.25 per acre, ex- 
clusive of improvements. 

Int. 6. — What were your improvements assessed at ? 

Ans. — ^About seven hundred and eighty-two dollars. 

Int. 7. — Is not $1.25 per acre the usual rate of assessment 
of farming lands in this country ? 

Ans. — ^I think the assessor assesses all land at $1.25 per 
acre, and the improvements besides. 

Int. 8. — Do you not know of land being sold in your neigh- 
borhood within the last five years at $10 per acre ? 

Ana, — ifone except a small tract of about forty acres that 
was sold a few days ago for $450 ; $150 down, the balance 
on time. 

Int. 9. — Do j^ou not know of a sale by E. McCarty of a 
quarter section for $1,500 ? 

Au8, — I know of a sale and the time of a sale ; I do not 
know the precise amount, but think it was somewhere near 
$1,600. 

Int. 10. — ^Do you not know of a sale bj'' Durgan of a half 
section for $2,000 ? 

Ans. — Of my own knowledge I do not know ; but I heard 
he sold his place for that price on time ; but I do not know 
the amount of land. 

Int. 11. — ^Do you not know of a sale by Shaw of a half 
section for $1,200 ? 

Ans. — Mr. Shaw and the purchaser both made a statement 
to me about the sale, and told me that he got $1,500 for the 
land, one horse, plough, grain, cattle, beds and bedding, and 
everything about the place ; I think there was about six or 
seven hundred dollars worth of personal property. 



250 

Int. 12. — ^Do you not know of a sale made by Irby of a 
half section for $2,000? 

Ans, — I understood that Mr. Irby sold his donation claim, 
but don't recollect of ever hearing what he got. 

Int. 13. — ^Do you not know that the burrs and machinery of 
the old grist mill were taken out and put into the new one ? 

Ans, — ^Yes ; I know they were, in fact one pair of them. 

Int. 14. — ^Do you not know that the old saw-mill had been 
rented to the Government prior to 1853 ? 

Ans. — ^When I came here the mill was not running, and 
never did run after. 

Int. 15. — ^What, in your judgment, is the value of the 
water privilege where the grist-mill was ? 

Ans. — It would depend upon whether it was used or not; 
if a man would use it, it would be worth something ; if he 
don't use it, it would be worth nothing. 

Int. 16. — ^Do you not know what is meant by the value of a 
water privilege ? 

Ans. — I suppose it means the profits that can be derived 
from it by constructing good machinery upon it. 

Int. 17. — Taking that as the basis of value, what is that 
water power worth ? 

Ans.— I think it might be worth from $1,000 to $2,000 in 
its natural state. 

Int. 18. — Do you not know that the land claim, including 
that power, was sold by Crate for $5,000? 

Ans. — I know it was sold, but don't know the price. 

Int. 19. — Do you know the value of the water power at 
the saw-mill mentioned by you? 

Ans. — I don't know, T am not a ihill-man at the present 
time, and don't know how to fix the value; I think it is 
about like the other, and worth about the same. 

Int. 20. — ^Do you not know that the half section including 
that water privilege has been sold by Taylor to Love for 
$8,000, or thereabouts? 

Ans. — The property has changed hands, but I never heard 
any one say what the price was. 
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Int. 21. — ^Do you not know that the Company were com- 
pelled to abandon the use of the saw-mill in part by the fact 
that the adjacent lands claimed by it were taken up by set- 
tlers ? 

Am. — Mr. Crate told me that Mr. Ogden, the chief factor 
of the Company at this place, told him to quit employing 
hands to run the mill, for the Company did not want any 
lumber, and it did not pay expenses. 

Int. 22. — At that time was not the greater part of the land 
in the vicinity taken by immigrants ? 

Am. — ^I think it was claimed about one claim deep on the 
river for about eight or ten miles up the river from Van- 
couver ? 

Int. 23. — ^Do you know of any sales of land at the Mill 
Plain within the last live years ? If so, give the names of 
the parties buying'and selling, the prices, and the amount of 
land. 

^m. — I have heard of land changing hands, but know 
nothing about the quantity or prices. 

InU 24. — If you know nothing of any sales there, how do 
you fix the price of that land as stated in your direct-exami- 
nation ? 

Am. — I fix the price from the fact of persons offering im- 
proved land for sale, and averaging it with the river bluff, 
which is stony and entirely worthless for cultivation. 

Int. 25. — State at what price you know improved land to 
be offered for sale, per acre, at the Mill Plain. 

Ans. — Some four or five months ago Mr. Zeek offered a 
quarter section for $1,000; I think Mr. Bennington's place 
was offered at about $7 per acre. 

Int. 26. — What, in your judgment, is the value of the 
Ryan claim, per acre, lying east of the reserve ? 

Ans. — ^I think from $10 to $16 per acre is as much as it 
could be sold for. 

Int. 27. — How much grass will that land yield per acre ? 

Am. — The grass land is subject to overflow every year, 
and when it does overflow, it yields nothing ; the grass will 
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be there, but spoiled; the land is good meadow land when 
it don't ovei-flow, and produces a fine crop ; I mean the bot- 
tom part, not the whole section. 

Int. 28. — How much hay does the meadow land jdeld per 
acre when not overflowed ? 

An-s. — ^It depends upon how well the hay is cured ; I have 
seen hay weighed pretty green, and I tMnk if weighed that 
way it would way three tons to the acre, but if properly 
cured about two tons. 

I7it 29. — Yf hat has been the average price of well cured 
hay per ton at Vancouver for the last ten years ? 

Arts. — ^I think about $16. 

Int. 30. — ^Do you mean to say then that land adjacent to 
Vancouver which will produce two tons of haj'' worth $16 per 
ton is only of the value ol from $10 to $15 per acre ? 

Aiis. — When I estimated Mr. Ryan's claim I included 
hills and blafis, the entire 640 acres, and took into consider- 
ation that the hay land is subject to annual overflow, and to 
take away the fence and spoil a great deal of the hay. 

Int. 31. — How much of Ryan's land do you consider hay 
land? 

Arts. — From the amount of hay I hear of his selling, I 
should think about forty or fifty acres ; the overflow hurts 
some of it every year, and when it is a high overflov/, it 
hurts all of it. 

Int. 32. — What is the land worth between the bluiFand the 
line of annual overflow ? 

Ayis. — The foot of the bluflfis the line of the annual over- 
flow. 

Int. 33. — ^What is your basis of estimate of value of the 
land at and around Vancouver ? 

Ans. — My estimate is based upon sale^ of land that have 
heretofore been made and other land that I have heard of 
having been oflfered tor sale. 

Int. 34. — ^^Vhat land within the limits of the three sections 
has been sold at the price you name? 

Ans. — There was some unplatted town land sold by Mr. 
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Lawrence as executor of the Short estate at an average of 
from thirtj' to forty dollars per acre. 

Int, 35. — AVas not the land sold by Lawrence, outside of 
the town- site, rocky and heavily timbered for the most part 

Aas. — The land was returned on the inventory and re- 
turned to the probate court as unplatted town laud, and sold 
as such; the timber had most all been taken off*; it had 
been timbered ; there were a few dead trees and very thick 
brush all over it; I don't recollect of ever seeing any rock; 
the land was about the same as to gravel as the other land we 
have been talking about. 

Jwif. 86. — Do you think that such land situated as it was, is 
a fair standard of the average value of the three sections, 
embriicing the reserve, the town-site, and Eyan's and Short's 
claims ? 

Arts. — I think it is worth more than the average value of 
the other land included in the three sections. 

LiL 37. — Do you mean to say it is worth more than the 
average of the land on the town-site ? 

Alls. — I think the town-site is worth more, the part that is 
platted. 

Lit 38.-^Do you think it is worth, more than the land on 
the reserve would be worth if the Government should dis- 
continue the reserve, and it could be sold in parcels such as 
those sold by Lawrence ? 

Aiis,^-1 think it is; in that I include the whole reserve 
supposing it to be cut up in parcels the same as Lawrence 
sold. 

Lvfs, 39. — ^Do you* mean to say, that in your judgment, that 
land is worth more than the average of the reserve, if it 
were put into market in a similar Wity ? 

Ariff. — ^Estimating clear of the improvements, I do. 

l7hL 40. — What has been the average value of land, on the 
town-site as platted, within the last live years? 

Ans. — ^I think the average has been from $25 to $30 per lot, 
exclusive of improvements; there are eight lots in a block. 

JnU 41. — What did you mean, in your direct-examination, 
by saying that the average value of the land of the three 
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sections mentioned was only $10 to $15 per acre? Is that 
estimate consistent with the last few aaswers given by you? 

Ans. — ^In that I meant to average the valuable portion of 
the land with what was not so valuable on account of lying 
further back; I think it is consistent. 

InL 42. — ^Do you not know that there are many blocks on 
the town-site, which, if the buildings were removed, are worth 
from #1,200 to $2,500? 

Arts. — I think if the buildings were removed from all the 
blocks it would not be worth so much, for the reason that 
the valuable buildings upon one block increases the value of 
all blocks adjoining. 

Int, 43. — Do you not know that there are many blocks 
on the town-site, which, if the buildings were removed, are 
worth from $1,200 to $2,500 ? 

Arts. — ^I think if the buildings were removed from the 
blocks they would not be so valuable, as the buildings in- 
crease their value. 

InL 44. — ^Do you mean to say that the buildings on any 
block in the town-site are all that give value to the block ? 

Arts. — ^I think not. 

Int. 45. — Are there not blocks on the town-site which, 
without regard to the value of the buildings, are worth from 
$1,000 to $2,000? 

Ans. — ^I know of no block that has ever sold for that 
price. 

InL 46. — ^Do you mean to say that blocks on Main street, 
and between Third and Seventh, have no value aside from 
the buildings standing upon them ? If they have, state that 
value as you estimate them. 

Ans. — I think they would have; I think if the buildings 
were all off of all the blocks, about $200 a block would be a 
fair estimate. 

InL 47. — I have not asked you in regard to all the build- 
ings being removed from all the blocks, but simply what is 
your estimate of the value of the .ground within the limits 
named; will you give that estimate without any further 
reference to the wholesale destruction of the town ? 



255 

Ans. — I think that 11200 is a fair estimate, independent of 
the buildings. 

Int. 48. — When you say that the land on the Lower Plain 
is worth from five to seven dollars per acre, do you consider 
the prices which have been paid for various tracts of that 
land, or is your estimate based solely upon a guardian sale 
named by you ? 

Ans. — My estimate is not based solely upon a guardian 
sale, but is based according to the value of similar land in 
the country. I can buy as good land any day for $1.25 per 
acre ; Mr. Fletcher will sell it to me ; I mean the Register 
of the Land Ojfice. 

Int. 49. — ^Do you mean to say that land as convenient to 
market, as fertile, and as well situated as the strip below 
Vancouver, and within a mile of the Columbia river, can be 
obtained for $1.25 per acre? 

Ans. — I did not say that; there is no Government land 
withinthat distance from the river, but there is land from fit 
teen to twenty miles from Vancouver that is just as fertile, and 
better situated for stock-raising, that I can get for $1.25 per 
acre; it is Qovernment land. The land on the Lower Plain 
is only suitable for stock-raising and dairy purposes, and 
part of the year it is not fit for that, because it overflows, 
and you have to hire pasturage back. 

Int. 60. — ^Do you not know that there are some of the' 
best and most profitable farms in Clarke county on the Lower 
Plain? 

Ans. — STot according to my estimation there is not. 

Int. 51. — ^Do you know Joseph Petrain's claim ? K so, 
state what he raises upon it. 

Ans. — I know the claim ; he told me this season he raised 
nothing on account of the overflow. 

Int. 52. — ^Do you know Charles Proulx's claim? If so, 
state its value, and what he raises on it. 

Ans. — I know Proulx's claim; he told me also about a 
month ago that his crop had been destroyed by the over- 
flow; I would estimate his and Petrain's land at about $10 
per acre. 
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Int. 53.— What would you estimate the value of La Fram- 
boise's chiim, now owned by Friedenrick ? 

Aiis. — I don't thiuk that tract of land quite worth as much 
as Petrain's or Proulx's; I should estimate it at about eight 
or nine dollars per acre. 

Int. 54. — What is your estimate of the value of theMalick 
claim ? 

AiiS, — I should think that about the same as Proulx's and 
Petrain's. 

Int. 55. — Do you not know that a portion of that claim 
has been sold for $50 per acre ? 

Ans. — If it has, I never heard of it. ^ 

Int. 56. — What is the value of the Reynard claim ? 

Au8. — I think five or six dollars per acre. 

Int. 57. — Bo you know the Bobie land; if so, what is its 
value ? 

Ans. — I know the land; I should say from five to seven 
dollars per acre. 

Int. 58. — What is the value of Mr. Dillon's claim ? 

Ans. — I expect from live to seven dollars per acre. 

Int. 59. — Have you not now stated the value of all the 
land between Short's claim and the lower end of the Lower 
Plain ? 

Ans. — I don't remember any other claimant. 

Int. 60. — Did not Mr. Crate repair all the buildings at 
Vancouver, from time to time, as repairs were needed ? ' 

Am. — I do not know What Mr. Crate done to all the build- 
ings, or whether he did anything or not; he only showed me 
some new sills that he was putting under a couple of the 
buildings. 

Int. 61. — Was it not his business to superintend repairs 
about the fort ? 

Ans. — I think not until after they let the saw-mill go 
down. 

Int. 62. — ^Was it then his business? 

Aiis. — Mr. Crate told me that on account bf the saw-mill 
going down he had to come to the fort towork for the Com- 
pany. 
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Int. 63. — ^Do you not know that the Government hired 
one of the large warehouses for storage purposes during the 
years 1853, 1854, and 1855 ? 

Ans, — I know that the Government occupied one of the 
large buildings during the time spoken of, but by what right 
I know not. 

Int. 64. — Are you positive that the Company took all the 
doors and windows away, as stated in your direct exami- 
nation ? 

Ans. — I am very confident that I saw them stripped; I did 
not see the Company take them away, but it was common 
talk that they did take them. 

InU 65, — How long after the Company left did you see 
the doors and windows were gone ? 

Ans. — I think it was about the first or second day after 
they left, and they were all gone except one building, which 
had some lights and blinds in. 

Int 66. — Do you not know that Mr. Bratton was put in 
charge of those buildings by order of General Harney, and 
that in his absence the soldiers destroyed the windows and 
doors ? 

Ans. — I do not know; I think it was impossible for them 
to destroy them without its being known; I do not know, 
except, what Mr. Crate told me; I asked Mr. Crate why they 
stripped the doors and windows, when they expected to put 
in a spoliation bill against the Government, and he said that 
would make no diflFerence. (AH the above answer after the 
word " know," in the first line, objected to by counsel for 
Hudson's Bay Company, because it is not responsive to the 
question, but is a voluntary statement of the witness, and 
because it is hearsay and incompetent.) 

Int. 67. — When did you have this alleged conversation 
with Crate ? 

Ans. — Shortly after the Company left. 

Questions by W. C. Johnson^ Esq. 

InU 1. — How much clearing, ditching, fencing, and orchard 
are there on your claim ? 
17 
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J.n5.— That would embrace about fifty acres, and between 
two and three acres of orchard. 

Int. 2.— How much imj^rovement was on the forty acres 
sold for $450 by Mr. Jamison ? 

Ana. — ^I should suppose about an acre at least, cleared, 
fenced, and in cultivation, and a log cabin and the shell Of a 
frame building. 

Int 8. — How much improvement was on the land sbld by 
McCarty? 

Ans. — About three acres cleared in fence artd cultivation, 
and two or three acres in pasture, and a well dug and a log 
cabin ; a log barn and threshing floor between two log pens 
and some other out-bufldings. 

Int. 4. — ^How much improvement was on the land sold by 
Shaw? 

Arts. — I should judge there was forty acres cleared, fenced, 
and in cultivation, perhaps one hundred and fifty fruit trees 
bearing, a log bam built with two pens, with threshing floor 
in the middle between the two pens, and sheded on two 
sides, a well of water, a very neat frame house well painted, 
a story and a-half high, and some other buildings, cellar, &c. 

Int. 5.---H0W was the Durgan place improved ? 

Ans. — ^I think about forty acres in cultivation ; two orch- 
ards, about one hundred and fifty trees each bearing; perhaps 
forty acres of pasture fenced; log barn, similar to Shaw's, 
and a stable and a very large dwelling-house nicely furnished 
and two stories high, and some other out-buildings. 

Int. 6. — When was the new mill built into which the burrs 
and machinery from the old grist-mill were put? 

^ns. — The new mill was up and covered when I came to 
the country; it strikes me Mr. Crate took the machinery 
out of the old mill and put it into the ne.w mill after the 
Company left. 

jjit 7. — State whether this mill was on Crate's land when 
he made the sale referred to in your cross-examination ? 

Ans. — Mr. Crate's land included this mill and. the old 
mill to. 



InL 8.r^How mucla improvement was on tjie. 160 acres at 
Mill Plain offered by Mr. Zeek;.for $1,000? 
. >4n5.-*-I:thipk tiie laud wap a)l pnder fenee ready for the 
plough; most of it had been till^^ aJog<Jabiu; a very nice 
young. orchard bearing, and some other out-buildings; they 
weri^ phe^p aiid aot.of much value. 

Int. 9. — How far from the river is the principal portion of 
the land s<)Jd hy ME^.I^wrence at aii average of between 
thirty and forty dollars per acre ? 

Ans. — I th^t: aboflt a, fourth of ,^ mile from the river 
would take ypa to th^ edge of the principal portion. 

InL 10. — On whose land is the present town of Vancouver? 

Ans. — It is on what is called the Short claim> and on a 
fractipn claimed by several others. 

InL 11. — On which part is Main street about which you 
were asked ? 

Am. — :Main street is an the line between the Short claim 
and the fraction. 

Int. 12. — What is the present population of Vancouver, as 
near as you can judge, excluding the military? (Objected 
to as immaterial and incompetent, the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany not being responsible for the increase of population 
or otherwise.) 

Ans. — I don't think I can give a correct estimate of the 
population, 

Levi Douthet. 
Vancouver, Washington Te:ebitory, 
Aif^ust 21, 1866. 



Testimony of Patrick A'Hbrn. 

Patrick A'llem^ being first duly sworn, deposeth as fol- 
lows, to wit : 

InL 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

J-715.— I believe my age is about thirty-eight years; my 
residence is in Vancouver, Washington Territory; my occu- 
pation, clerk, and I am at present County Auditor of Clarke 
county. 
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InL 2. — ^How long have you been Auditor of the county ? 

Ans. — Since 1855. 

Int, 8. — Have you in your custody, as such auditor, the 
assessment rolls of Clarke county for that term of years ? 

Atis. — I think I have. 

Int. 4. — What is the total amount assessed in Clarke 
county, for real and. personal property, for each year since 
1855 ? (Objected to by counsel for Hudson's Bay Company, 
because incompetent, immaterial, and irrelevant.) 

An9, — ^I took a memorandum from the rolls yesterday by 
by request of W. C. Johnson, Esq., counsel for the United 
States: In 1855, it was $347,821; in 1856, $317,e510; in 
1857, $321,871; in 1858, $435,756; in 1859, $515,115; in 
1860, $548,635; in 1861, $557,973; in 1862, $606,178; in 
1863, $426,000; in 1864, $495,894; in 1865, $1,068,619; in 
1866, $773,070. 

Int. 5. — ^What was the occasion of the marked Increase in 
1865? 

Ans. — ^I should judge it was on account of the assessment 
of the Oregon Steam Navigation Company in Skamania 
county, which was included in Clarke county that year. 

Int, 6.-T-What was the assessment of the Oregon Steam 
Navigation Company that year? (Objected to by counsel 
for Hudson's Bay Company, because it is immaterial, incom- 
petent, and irrelevant.) 

^n«.— $445,000. 

in<. 7. — What was the assessment of the Oregon Steam 
Navigation Cornpany in 1866 ? (Objected to for the reasons 
above noted.) 

J.715.— $150,000. 

IftU 8. — About what is the present population of Vancou- 
ver, excluding the military? (Objected to for the reasons 
above noted.) 

An9. — ^I should judge it was 1,500. 

hit 9. — How many votes were cast at the last election in 
Vancouver precinct? (Objected to for. the reasons above 
noted.) 

Am. — 289 votes. 
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Int. 10. — What was the total vote of Clarke County at 
the June election in 1866? (Objected to for the reasons 
above noted.) 

Ans. — 608 votes. 

Ird, 11. — ^What distance above, below, and back of Van- 
couver, do the lines of the precinct extend ? 

Arts. — It is about four miles on the river, and about a 
mile back. 

Int 12. — Give the assessment of the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany in Clarke county for the years 1858 -59 ? (Objected 
to for the reasons above noted.) 

J.7W.— In 18o8, they were assessed at $60,480; in 1859, 
they were assessed $55,140. 

Int 13. — How much of those amounts was returned as 
capital in business? (Objected to for the reasons above 
noted.) 

An9, — In 1858 the amount was the total value assessed 
without further remarks. In 1869 the same is true, except- 
ing the item of one flouring mill, assessed at $2,000. 

Cross-examined by A. Holbrooke Esq. 

Int. 1. — ^Do you not know that assQ^sor8 in Clarke county 
in assessing real estate have uniformly valued it at $1.25 per 
acre? 

Ans. — I believe they have; they have only assessed real 
estate for about four years ? 

Int. 2. — How far up the Columbia river from Vancouver 
is the eastern line of Clarke county ? 

An9. — ^I should think twenty-six or twenty-seven miles at 
least. 

Int 3. — How far down the river is the line of boundary 
on the western side from Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I should think it is something about thirty-five 
miles. 

Int. 4. — ^About how far northerly from the river does the 
County extend ? 
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Ans.^--1 don't know ; I think the northern boundary is not 
defined, but it embraces all the occupied lands. 

Int. 5. — Do you not believe, from your knowledge of real 
estate in the country, that the assessments sf>okeri of are very 
unreliable as furnishing data of the value of real estate? 

Ans, — I think if a correct assefesmerit was iiiade it would 
double the amount returned every year. - ! ^ ' - 

Int. 6. — During the years 1858 and 1859 was the military 
reserve upon which the Company's post was situated assessed 
as real estate, to your knowledge ? 

Ans. — No. ' ' ' 

Int 7. — ^During those years was not the greater part of the 
land formerly claimed by the Company ks part of their pos- 
sessory rights occupied and improved by settlers? 
' Ans. — ^It was. 

Int. 8. — ^Is not the greater part of the gross assessment 
given by you, as taken from the rolls, put upon property in 
the city of Vancouver and its immediate vicinity ? 

Ans. — ^I think it is, excepting the year 1865> when Skama- 
ania county was assessed with Clarke county. 

Int. 9. — ^From your knowledge of the value of property 
at Vancouver, as indicatedby actual sales, do you not believe 
that the true value of Jand on the tpwn-site is greater than 
the whole amount of the county assessment, excluding Skama- 
nia county ? (Objected to as not proper cross-examination.) 

Ans. — I think it is. 

Int. 10. — In your judgment, what is the value per acre of 
the lands lying below Vancouver, say for five miles down, 
and extending back one mile, returned by thie assessor at $1.25 
per acre ? (Counsel for the TTnited States protests against this 
mode of examining the witness, none of his opinions having 
been asked in his examination-in-chief, lie only being called 
as to the contents of official documents In his possession; 
with reference to all other matters, he will be treated and 
cross-examined as the witness of the Company.) 

Ans. — There has been land sold at from |4 to $100 an acre, 
including the improvement, judging from the deeds recorded 
in my ofl9ice. , ' 
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Questions .by W. (7. Johnson^ Esq. 

,^int. J.-^WiU you gwQar that lands generally in Clarke 
<^oujity were assessed under $2 per acre in 1S65 ? 
. Arps.T-^ji^ ans>ver to that would be that florae were assessed 
at $2, some at $1.25,, aiid some at nothing. . 
, . Inl,^ 2.— Did this include or. exclude the improvements ? 

Ans. — The asse^spr informed me that where there was a 
good cleared farm, he valued it at $2 ; if not so well cleared, 
at $1.25 ; on homestead entries, where the parties had no title, 
he only valued the impro.vements. . In all cases the buildings 
of all descriptions were assessed separately from the lands. 

Patrick A'Hern. 

Vancouver, Attguii 22, 1866. 



Territory of "Washington, 1 

County of Clarke^ . ^ss. 

I, Joseph M. Fletche?*, notary public in and for said Terri- 
tory, do hereby certify that the foregoing depositions, here- 
unto annexed, of Lewis Love, Levi Douthet, and Patrick 
A'Hern, witnesses produced by and in behalf of the United 
States in defending against the claim of the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany, before the British and American Joint Commission for 
the adjustment of the sauie, were taken before me, atmy office 
in the city of Vancouver, and reduced to writing by me, on 
the 20th, 21st, and 22d days of August, A. D. 1866, according 
to the several dates appended to said depositions, when they 
were signed respectively. I further certify that such deposi- 
tions were taken before me in pursuance of a verbal agree- 
ment between W. C. Johnson, Esq,, attorney for the United 
States, and Amqry Holbrool^, E8<j[,, attorney for the Hudson's 
Bay Company. 

I further .c^rti^, that to, each of said witnesses, before his 
examination,;! afiministered the following, to wit: 

" You swear that the evidence which you may give in the 
matter of the claim of the Hudson's Bay Company against 
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the United States of America shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God." 

That after the same was reduced to writing, the deposition 

of each witness was carefully read to him and then signed by 

him. ! . / ' ,: ; > 

In testimony whereof, I have hereto set my hand and affixed 

J. -. my official seal, at my said office, this the twenty- 

•" '-' second day of August, A. D4 1866.'- 

, J, M. FLiTCHEKi Notary Public. 
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BRITISH AND AMERICAN JOINT COMMISSION 

UPON THE CLAIMS OF THE 

HUDSOIf 'S BAY ATSD PUGUET'S SOUND AGHICTTL- 

TURAL Companies. 



In the matter of the Claim of Hne HvdsorCs Bay Company vs. the 

United States. 

Depositions of witnesses produced in behalf of the United 
States, taken before me, J. M. Bacon, county clerk of 
Clackamas county, Oregon, at Oregon City, in said 
county, in pursuance of a verbal agreement made in my 
presence by W. C. Johnson, Esq., attorney for the Uni* 
ted States, and Amory Holbrook, Esq., attorney for the 
Hudson's Bay Company. 

Testimony of Jesse Applegate. 

Jesse Applegate being first duly sworn, deposeth and says : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Ans. — Age, fifty-five years; Toncalla, Douglass county, 
Oregon ; farmer ; formerly surveyor and civil engineer. 

Int. 2. — How long have you resided in Oregon, and at 
what places ? 

Ans. — I have resided twenty-three years; six years in the 
Willaniette Valley, the remainder of the time in Umpqua 
Valley. 

Int. 3. — Are you acquainted with the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany's post at Umpqua ? If so, state for how many years you 
have known it, and how far it is from your residence. 

Ans. — ^I am, or have been acquainted with it since 1849 ; 
it is about eighteen miles from my residence. 
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Int. 4. — ^Did you ever have ^oything to do in deeignftting 
the bouudaries of the land cUiwed.by the Gompany at that 
post? If so, atate when, what it wa3^;a»|d.by*who«e direo- 
tions. (Objected to as immaterial and irirelevant.) • • 

Ans, — ^I surveyed a section of land, including the improve- 
ments, at Fort TJnjpqua, in .the- year 18&0 or ,1861. The 
survey was submitted to Mr, Ogdep, then in ohairge at Van- 
couver, and approved by himj 

InU 6. — Were the cattle and otheiP stock of the Company 
at Umpqua confined in. their rs^nge. to the 640 acyes so sur- 
veyed by you ? (Objected to as immaterial,) . 

Ans. — They were not 

Int. 6. — What, in your judgij^ent, is. the market vailue per 
acre of that tract of land at the present time ? (Olgected to 
as immaterial, and because present value of the land is not 
the measure of damages to which the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany is entitled of the use of which it has been heretofore 
deprived.) 

An9. — About ^2, exclusive of improvements. 

Int. 7. — Has its value been any greater for the last five 
years ? If so, state when> and what it was then worth. (Ob- 
jected to for the same reasons as above stated*) 

An%. — It has not 

Int. 8. — What remains, if anything, of the Company's 
former improvements on that land ? {Objected to as imma- 
terial.) 

Ans. — ^I think nothing of valuer 1 think the barn and some 
other parts of the improvements, were burned by fire before 
Colonel Chapman leased the premisiss^ -There xemained in 
in the year 1855 or 1856 some log buildings, used as servants' 
quarters and some of the old fencing; I suppose at the present 
time it has gone by the course of nftture>,notbiag. to be seen 
of it from this side of the river,. . . 

Int. 9. — Do you know the building i erected by Colonel 
Chapman dming hisresideo^e th^re? If 90v ^tat^ its con- 
dition and value when you last saw it. (Objected to as 
before.) . . • » • \ 

Ans. — In 1855 or 1856 there was a new building in course 
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of e^^fifetion by Colonel Chapman; the same house was still 
staiidittg when I last' saw th<^ premises, in about 1862 i it is 
a common' farm'hbuse; I do riot now remember its size; 
worth four or five htiridt'ed d6lkrs. ' 

'^Ifit: lO.^Up to what time did the Company continue to 
o<6(Jupy these premises, by their agents bt tenants ? 

'-4'n^;— 'Mr. Ogdeii sertt to 'me a copy of a lease by the 
Company to Colonel W. W. Chapman, leasing to him the 
premises; I think; for three- years, at the rate of $100 per 
annum ; I d6 not remeitbef the date of the lease, nor when 
Colonel Chapman as tenant, abandoned the premises; he 
was the last occupant in behalf of the Company. 

Int. 11.— Who has occupied it sin<!je that time, and under 
what claim ? < 

jlns.— ^I cannoit say. 

Int. 12: — Have you ever had ahy experience in erecting 
buildings itx Oregon in the French Canadian style, as was 
common with the buildings of the Hudson's Bay Company? 
If so, state when arid hoW mtich. - 

Aris.-^l bnilt a'house 86 by 18' feet, ten feet high, upon 
that plan, in 1849 and 1850; I found it a cheap and expedi- 
tious mode of building log^ houses. 

Int. 13. — How many men were engaged in constructing 
your building, and how long were they at work? (Objected 
to as immaterial and irreleviant.) 

Arts. — ^I cannot say how many men were employed upon 
the building, nb!* tEe length oif'time it was being built; my 
estimate when completed, with floors and eight feet porches 
on each side, mud chimneys at e^ch end, shingle roof, at 
about $500, laboi* being at the time $40 per month. 

Int. 14.'^When wei*e yott:flrst at Port Walla- Walla, and 
how long did you teftiain there at that time ? 

Ans.—I was at Fort Walla^ Walla in the fall of 1843, re- 
mained there ^hmt threfe wieeks'buiidin'g boats. 

Int. 15.-^Who was in charge Of the post while you were 
there'?- ■ !..... 

Jns. — Archibald McKinlay. 
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Int 16. — Did you, during your stay, have any conversation 
with Mr. McKinlay about the. cost of eireeting the adobe fort 
then about completed ? If so, state the substance of your 
conversation. (Objected to as incompetent and immaterial.) 

An^, — Mr. Hunt, and others of our party of emigrants, 
made the gates of th6 fort. I had some Conversation with 
Mr. McKinlay about the cost of the structui^e ; he said, as 
well as I can recollect, that the labor had been done mostly 
by the ordinary force of the establishment; beyond this it 
had not cost the Hudson's Bay Company but about eight 
pounds sterling. 

InU 17. — Was there anything in these conversations par- 
ticularly tending to impress the*m upon your memory? If 
so, state what. (Objected to as immaterial.) 

Ans, — It seemed to me that so large a work as the building 
of a fort would have cost more money, but that would de- 
pend upon the force necessary to man the estabUshmeut ; 
and the price named by Mr. KcKinlay may have been the 
cost of materials not made upon the ground. 

InU 18. — Have ;^ou lately visited and examined the lands 
and improvements claimed by the Hudson's Bay Company 
at any of the posts named in their memorial in this case ? If 
so, state which of them, when you went, in connection with 
whom, for what purpose, and xrnder whose directions. (Ob- 
jected to as leading, incompetent, and the last three clauses 
as immaterial.) 

Ans. — ^In the months of July and August of this year, in 
connection with J. S. Rinearson -and J. C, Carson, I have 
visited Walla-Walla, Fort Colvile and Vancouver for the 
purpose of ascertaining the present cash value of the lands 
and improvements at those places now in possession of the 
Hudson's Bay Company, also to ascertain the value of lands 
in their vicinity; we did this under Instructiotis from W. C. 
Johnson, attorney for the United States in this case. 

Int. 19. — ^What were the instructions under which you 
acted? (Objected to as immat€frial.) - 

Ans. — They were in words and figures following, to wit: 
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British and Americak Joint Commission 
ON THE Hudson ^s Bay and Puget's Sound 
Agricultural Companies' Claims. 

Oregon City, Jxdy 17, 1866. 

Genti»bmen: You are.conatituted a Board of Experts for 
th© examination of the lauds and iDaildings at the more 
iraportant 'poeta claimed by the Hudson's Bay and Puget's 
Sound Agricultural Compames, and for which they demand 
compensatioa. Having accepited this duty, my instructions 
to you are as follows : 

1st You will proceed as expeditiously as possible to Fort 
Colvile, in Washington Territory, and mark out as nearly as 
may be a square mile of land, making the buildings of the 
Corapaay the middle poiqt^ on Columbia river. 

2d. You will examine the buildings and improvements of 
the Company at that place, together with the land, with suf- 
ficient care to give a just estinaate of their actual present value 
in gold coin, and also so that you can give a tolerably accu- 
rate statement^ if I should hereafter desire, of the mangier of 
their construction, the amount of fencing, &c. 

8d. You will examine and measure in the same manner 
what is known as the White Mud farm, some twelve miles 
from Fort Colvile,- making the ancient improvements of the 
Company the centre of the. square mile of land. 

4th. Observe, generally, as you can, the character of the 
country around Fort Colvile, within four or eight miles up and 
down the river, so as to give some estimated value per acre. 
In this connection, I respectfully suggest the propriety of ex- 
amining the assessment roll of the county, which will assist 
you in estimating the value of the property. And you can 
avail yourselves of aU • the ordinary modes of acquiring a 
knowledge of these valuea, including inquiry from residents 
at that point. 

5th. Your iatifcention is also called to the grist-mill and 
water power used by the Ctjmpaliy a few miles above the 
fiwt/ y . ••' ' ■ 

6th. On your way down the river you will make a like ex- 
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amination and survey of the old Fort Walla- Walla, now 
called Wallula., making the small stream below the fart the 
lower line of the land. 

Upon your return as far down the river as VaneouTsr 1 
will join yon, and your proceedings thereafter will beundSr 
my verbal direction until the -Completion of the work. ' • 

Such notes of distaneesj amc^ttnts, nature aiid- character -ol 
soil, improvements and buildings^ Ae-, A0.,a3 #iU enable* you 
to make a written report if called upoii, you will see the* pro- 
priety of preserving. 

Jesse Applegate, Esq., will be famished with means to 
pay the expenses of your transportation and subsistence, of 
which he will keep an accurate account. . . 

Wishing you a pleasant and prosperous journey, I am, 
gentlemen, 

Yours, very respectfully, 

W. G. Johnson, , 
Attorney and Agent for ike United States, 
Messrs. Jesse Applegate, 

Jacob L. Kinearsok, 
J. C. Carson. 

(The foregoing letter olyected to, because directions are 
given for the particular examination only of a square mile 
at Fort Col vile, whereas the memorial pf the Company claims 
350 acres of land, occupied, used and cultivated for a farm, 
about five miles square of land for. pasturage.) 

Int. 20. — ^Have you agreed upon a statement upon the sub- 
ject set forth in the foregoing instructions? If so, please 
now present it and make it part of your evidence in this 
case. 

(Against the introduction as evidence of the statement of 
the witness and Rinearson and Carson, the counsel of the 
Company protest and object, because such a statement so 
proposed to be introduced is in violation of the rules of evi- 
dence, and is in no respect legal proof, but is incompetent, 
leading, immaterial and irrelevant, and because the alleged 
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statement lA in gr^t part made op of reports and of hearsay, 
which are utterly inadmiasibl© as evidence, and because it is 
concerning the present value of property, and describing limits 
of property not material or pertinent to the issue pending 
before the Joint Commission, and the counsel insists that if 
the testimony of the witness, Applegate, is to be taken in 
this matter, it shall betaken by interrogatory and answer, in 
aocordaaee with the universally recognized rules of evidence, 
so that counsel for- the Hudson's Bay Company may have op- 
portunity, in accordance with such rules and the regulations 
of the Joint Coniraission, to inake objection to questions 
which may be incompetent, leadipg, immaterial or improper 
for any reason ; the counsel farther protests against this most 
extraordinary and unwarrantable attempt to invalidate or dis- 
pute the claims of the Hudson's Bay Compan}^ by the con- 
certed and wholesale ex-parie statements and affidavits of the 
witness Applegate and others. 

Counsel for the United States now tenders to the counsel 
of the Company tbe inspection of said statement, so that he 
may object to the whole or any part as far as it may be in- 
competent or in anywise improper. 

The counsel for the Company, for the reasons already 
stated, objects to the introduction of the statement referred 
to, and becaose that so much of said statement is subject to 
objections, it is insisted that the whole is inadmissible, in- 
competent, and immaterial.) 

• Ans. — We have so agreed, and I now present the docu- 
ment marked " Gr,^' as the statement referred to, which is as 
follows: 

Portland, Oregon, August 8, 1866. 

To the Hon. Wm. C. Johnson, Attorney for the United States, 

for the adjustment of the claims of the Hudsons^ Bay Company 

and Pagefs Sound Agricultural Company, upon the United 

States Government. , 

Sir : In pursuance of your instructions to us, as a board 

of experts, to examine and report upon the present condition 

and value of the real property claimed by the above named 

companies at certain of their posts occupied by them at the 
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date of the boundary treaty of 1846, we submit the following 
report of the facts coming to our knowledge : 

Ist. At old Fort Walla-Walla, now called "Wallula, with 
Major J. S. Rinearson taking the bearings and angles, and 
J. C. Carson and Jesse Applegate the measurements, the 
boundaries of a section or six hundred and forty acres of 
land, having a mile of front upon the Columbia river, and 
running back for quantity was ascertained, the site of the 
old fort being about the centre of the river front. Upon the 
section so ascertained, and for some miles on all sides of it, 
there is no land fit for cultivation, nor could we learn that 
cultivation had ever been attempted in that vicinity, either 
by the Hudson's Bay Company or its present inhabitants, 
the country being a sand plain underlaid with rolled stones 
and shingle, and without soil. Of buildings and the remains 
of buildings, we found the river front of the old quadrangle 
had been- removed, but by its traces, marked by the stones 
laid for its foundation, that it had been about 113 feet front, 
and 103 feet deep ; the east or wall up the river, except about 
six feet of the front end, is still standing, and is in a useful 
state of preservation ; the wall is ten feet high, two feet thick 
at the base, and one foot thick at top ; a bastion about six- 
teen feet square and fourteen feet high stands at the north- 
east angle of what was the quadrangle; the rest of the wall 
and buildings, if there were any, are in ruins or have been 
removed. The old bastion is roofed with split pieces of 
timber, the interstices stopped with grass and supporting a 
covering of earth, (probably adobes,) and from its decay and 
apparent age, may have been the first put upon it, as, to the 
knowledge of one of your experts, was the kind of roofing 
over the buildings inside the fort twenty- three years ago. 
For a part of its length the east wall of the quadrangle forms 
the east wall of a modern building, erected, as we were in- 
formed, since the year 1860, in which year the old fort was 
sold by the representative of the Hudson's Bay Company 
for the sum of nine hundred dollars, to one of the original 
proprietors of the town of Wallula. Nothing more of the 
old structure was found standing upon the premises ; some 



273 

of its materials, (adobes or sun-dried bricks,) seem to have 
been used in the walls of buildings in the vicinity, but 
much of them remain upon the ground unfit for any useful 
purpose. We value what remains of the Hudson's Bay 
Company Tort at Wallula at two hundred dollars. Since 
the purchase of the old fort by Mr. Higgins, in 1860, it has 
become the nucleus of a small village called Wallula. Wal- 
lula was built up under the impression ithat it was the proper 
point for the depot for the, then, new discovery of gold placers 
in the Nez Perce's country, but as the mining ground was 
extended in all directions from the first discovery,, other 
points both above and below have been found more conveni- 
ent and accessible for the end of water and the beginning of 
land transportation to the mines, and Wallula is left without 
an impulse to further growth and improvement, and as it 
now is, the depot for the town of Walla-AValla and its de- 
pendencies only, and the land surrounding it vacant, the 
land, exclusive of improvements, has only a nominal value. 

2d. At Fort Colvile, situate on the left bank of the Co- 
lumbia river, near the northern boundary of the United 
States. Here, as at Walla-Walla, Mr/ Einearson was the 
surveyor, Carson and Applegate measured the distances, a 
mile fronting upon the river was ascertained, with the im- 
provements near the centre of the front, but in this case the 
buildings are about 25 chains back from the river. But to 
include all the land that has been, and is now in cultivation, 
we found it will be necessary to make two surveys of a sec- 
tion or 640 acres each : Section No. 1, includes the fort 
buildings and about 76 acres of land in cultivation, and sec- 
tion No. 2, fields, amounting in the aggregate to about 150 
acres. On section No. 1 are three enclosures; one of about 
four acres between the fort and the river, another of about 
eleven acres below the fort, and another of about sixty acres 
above the tort. The fii^st named is used as a kitchen-garden; 
this year only about one-half has been planted. The crops of 
vegetables upon it do not look very promising, owing either 
to a lack of moisture or negligent cultivation. The second 
or eleven acre field has a fair grain crop upon it, and seems 
18 
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to have been but recently reduced to cultivation. The field 
of sixty acres above the fort has upon the low ground, which 
constitutes about half the field, an excellent crop of wheat, 
oats, and potatoes ; the rest of it is productive or sterile in 
direct ratio to the height of the land, that part of the land 
lying low enough to be influenced by the high water in the 
Columbia, has upon it a crop in proportion to that influence, 
but that portion which lies too high to be attected by the 
spring freshet of the Columbia, will fail to reward the hus- 
bandman. By permission of the Hudson's Bay Company, a 
Mr. O'SuUivan occupies and cultivates this last described 
field, free of rent; he says he is an American citizen, and so 
soon as the land is cleared of the claims of the Hudson's 
Bay Company, he expects to hold it under existing pre- 
emption or donation laws. There is on section No. 1 about 
11,000 rails and poles surrounding the enclosures; the bottom 
rails rest upon stakes or posts, which raises them about one 
foot from the ground, and the corners are secured by stakes 
driven into the ground and liastened together at the top; 
from three to five poles or rails make each panel; there 
being no hogs upon the Fort Plain, to fence against that 
animal is unnecessary ; but cattle or horses, inclined to be 
breachy, would not long be turned by a fence so low and 
weak as encloses all the fields in the Fort Plain. On section 
2 there are three small improvements held under the same 
tenure as that of Mr. O'SuUivan — that is, with consent of 
the Hudson's Bay Company, and like him the occupants 
expect to become owners of the soil after the claims of the 
Hudson's Bay Company have been extinguished. There is, 
however, one exception, a Mr. Hall has purchased one of 
these improvements of the tenant of the Hudson's Bay 
Company, paying one hundred dollars for possession; this 
arrangement was made without consulting the Hudson's 
Bay Company. 

Besides these improvements, which are valued by the asses- 
sor of Stevens county, Washington Territory, at $25, $100, 
and $200, respectively, there are about 150 acres enclosed ; a 
part is cultivated by Indians, free of rent; a part by the 
Hudson's Bay Company, and some of it idle. About 20,000 
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rails or poles enclose these fields with a fence similar to 
those of section No. 1 ; some of the rails are rotten with 
age, and the fencing generally out of repair; a few huts, old 
and valueless, are scattered among the fields, some. of them 
occupied by Indians, the rest empty. As portions of the en- 
closed lands have been exhausted by continuous crops, and 
none of it difficult to reduce to cultivation, we consider the 
land rather injured than benefited by the cultivation, and 
that the fencing does not exceed two thousand dollars in 
value. 

The buildings as examined by Messrs. Rinearson and Car- 
son were found to be outside the fort proper: 

1st. One barn about 63 feet long, 19 wide, and eight high, 
erected with plates upon grooved posts set in the ground about 
ten feet apart, the walls of poles fitted into the grooves, roof 
of sawed-boards, no fioor, the building old and decayed ; 
worth two hundred and fifty dollars. 

2d. A house about 15 by 37 feet, and eight feet high, built 
similarly to the barn, except that the walls are of squared- 
timber, the roof of split-boards, and there is a plank fioor 
in it; building decayed and in bad order; worth four hun- 
dred dollars. Mr. O'SuUivan occupies this building. 

3d. A root house, in good order, about twenty feet square ; 
worth one hundred dollars, 

4th. A barn 25 by 50 feet, and twelve feet high, regularly 
. framed, and boarded on the outside with boards placed ver- 
tically ; no fioor ; roof of bark ; this barn is fit for use, and 
worth four hundred dollars. 

5th. A house 23 by 25 feet, and ten feet high, regularly 
framed, except that the walls are made with squared timber 
fitted into the posts, roof of sawed boards, used as a work 
shop, sills rotten ; worth two hundred dollars. 

6th. A smith shop 20 by 15 feet, and eight feet high, walls 
grooved-posts set in the ground and filled between with fiat- 
ted timber, no fioor, bark roof, much decayed ; worth one 
hundred dollars. 

7th. House 20 by 50, and twelve feet high, with attic story, 
built in three parts, regularly framed, and the walls filled 
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with squared-timber, has a first and second floor, the walls in- 
side ceiled with boards, shingle roof, sills somewhat decayed, 
roof old and leaky; worth five hundred dollars. Besides these 
there are a few old decayed buildings not fit for use and of 
no value. f 

Buildings inside the fort : 

1st. Storehouse 25 by 77 feet, and twelve feet high, is reg- 
ularly framed, has two partition walls, first and second fioor, 
walls of squared-timber, and shingle roof; in use, and worth 
one thousand dollars. 

2d. Warehouse 25 by 42 feet, and ten feet high, built simi- 
larly to the storehouse, except partitions; worth four hundred 
dollars. 

3d. Dwelling, a modern building, now occupied by Chief 
Trader McDonald ; it is 25 by 50 feet, and fourteen feet high, 
it is weather-boarded on the outside and divided into rooms 
and plastered inside, (foV further description see Mr. Car- 
fcfon's private notes,) worth three thousand dollars. 

Behind the dwelling are two old buildings about 15 by 20 
feet, one story high ; one of them is used as a kitchen, the 
other is an apartment to the house; they are in a state of 
decay ; value two hundred and fifty dollars. 

The buildings form the west side of a quadrangle, enclosed 
with pickets set in the ground ten feet high, and pinned near 
the top to horizontal timbers. The three lines of pic^kets 
measure respectively, 56, 225, and 100 feet. At the north- 
east corner is an old bastion 12 by 12 feet, and twenty feet 
high; inside the enclosure is an old magazine and store-house; 
the whole in a decayed and dilapidated condition, and only 
used as a corral ; valued as fuel at two hundred dollars. 

Aggregate value of buildings on section No. 1, at 

FortColvile ■- $6,800 

Value of fencing, including the tenement of O'Sul- 

livan 700 

Value of fencing on section No. 2, exclusive of the 

tenements ...... . 1,300 



Amount taxable $8,800 
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Value of the same as given into the assessor by Chief 
Trader McDonald $6,200. 

The Fort Plain is cone-shaped, having its base of one and a 
half or two miles in length on the river, and its apex two miles 
back, pointing towards the valley of Mill Creek. The central 
portion of the plain is occupied by a lake, having communica- 
tion with the river by a slough or channel at the lower extremitj" 
of the plain. The depth of water in the lake and the extent 
of its surface depends upon the stage of water in the river. 
Except the bed of a slough or depression between the fort and 
the river and a few spots along the base of the hills where 
brooks enter the valley, the land subject to inundation by 
the lake is all that is fit for cultivation, the remainder is mere 
shingle and sand. The arable land of the plain, which 
does not exceed five hundred acres in all, is an alluvial de- 
posit of loam, without subsoil, on a bed of gravel and sand, 
and its fertility depends almost entirely upon the height and 
continuance of the spring freshets of the Columbia, which 
occur when growing crops most need moisture. If the river 
continues high through the growing season the higher por- 
tions of the fields produce good crops, but the lower are 
overflowed or too wet; when the freshet is small the lower 
grounds produce, while the higher are too dry. Owing to 
these uncertainties in farming upon the Fort Plain, Mr. 
McDonald informed us that the Hudson's Bay Company had 
found it cheaper to purchase its supplies of farm produce than 
to cultivate them, and this is the reason why so much of the 
land heretofore cultivated by the Company is now given over 
to the Indians or occupied by their former servants rent free, 
the latter occupants expecting to obtain the fee simple title 
as American citizens. We therefore consider for agricultural 
purposes the fee simple title to the whole Fort Plain not to 
exceed twenty-five hundred dollars, beyond or exclusive of 
the improvements. The plateau upon which the fort stands 
is very well adapted for a town-site, for as there is no soil, 
there would be no mud in the streets. The Columbia, here 
a placid and magnificent sheet of water, covers its front, and 
its surroundings are very grand and beautiful. But, unfortu- 
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nately, the Kettle Falls below, and the Little Dallea above, 
obstruct the navigation of the river, and towns, if there be 
an J, will naturally spring up at thes^ plades of debarkation. 
Therefore, as a town-site, we attach no value to it ' Abomt 
four miles south of the fort and npon thie stream called Mill 
Creek, is the Hudson's Bay Company mill. It has once been 
a strong building, about 30 by 40 feet, and 20 feet high ; it 
has been strongly framed, and the walls made ot sqnared- 
timber, grooved into the posts in the usual manner. The 
machinery was driven by a breast^wheel sixteen feet in di- 
ameter with thirty-inch buckets, and oonsifejted of one pair 
of stones, three feet in diameter, out out of the granite comr 
mon to the vicinity, a bolting-apparatus, but no smut-mil]. 
The whole structure seems to be entirely.rotten, andhas not 
been used for some years, nor can it be until entirely rebuilt, 
We value the mill at five houdred dollars, it has been as* 
sessed at fifteen hundred. 

The White Mud farm, the last remaining property or im- 
provement made by the Hudson's Bay Company in the vicin- 
ity of Colvile, is about thirteen miles, south-^ast of the old 
fort; [it] consisted (as stated by Mn McConald) of only abo^t 
thirty acres enclosed and a few buildings of i;ip great valua 
The Company ceased to cultivate it in 1860, and J. J. Demers 
was put in possession. There is now. but tlxe ruins of one of 
the houses built by the Company, and no vestige of their 
enclosures. The ruin being made the centre of a section, the 
survey would embrace the fai^m of Demers, Isaacs, and parts 
of those of Huston and Borland. These parties pay taxes 
for the improvements made upon it^j an4 we saw nothing ;of 
value remaining at the White Mud farm which had been 
made by the Company. In regard to th0 f^e simple title to 
lands in the vicinity of old Fort Col vdle, we herewith submit 
an extract from the ; assessor's . books of Steven & county, 
which shows the value of improvements according to the 
judgment of- that ofiScer, who reaideaiiu liie" country and 
knows the value put upon property bj* its owners, as ^vell as 
himself; and we quote the instance of Gre^geB. Wftr!Q.icut 
who purchased for $800 afarm for which h<srisias8e«6ied.$l,00Q, 
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and wo were told by other intelligent men that improvements 
could be purchased in almost any part of Mill Creek Valley 
for less than they could be madej and as under existing dona- 
tion and homestead laws, possession will confer title to the 
occupant, we are of opinion that the public lands in Col- 
vile Valley will command no more than the minimum price, 
exclusive of the improvements made upon them, say $1.25 
per acre* 

The Hudson^ s Bay (Jompany^s post at Vancouver. 

At this place we found no person claiming to represent 
the Hudson's Bay Company, and only a few ruins of no 
appreciable value that once formed a part of their establish- 
ment ; we, therefore, proceeded to consider the value of the 
land by first determining the value of a section of land having 
a mile of front upon the Columbia river, and including the 
site of the old fort. Six hundred and forty acres so located 
would include all or most of the buildings constituting the 
military post and the town-site of Vancouver. 

2d. Ten sections of land, or six thousand four hundred 
acres, the value of which is enhanced by the post and town 
in their vicinity, and lastly the value of land generally, in 
the neighborhood of Vancouver. Exclusive of improve- 
ments, we value the 640 acres, embracing the town and fort 
at fifty dollars per acre. The 6,400 acres next surrounding 
them at an average of four or five dollars per acre, and the 
remainder of the country at the minimum price of the public 
lands — say $1.26 currency, equal to ninety cents coin. 

"We came to the above conclusions from an examination 
of the land itself; from the value placed upon real estate, 
both in the town and the country by its owners, and from 
the fact that much of the land in the vicinity of Vancouver 
is vacant and subject to entry under the homestead law, or 
at the above named minimum price ; that is to say, that in 
the opi&ion of the undersigned the tract of land upon which 
the Hudson's Bay Company's fort stood, has been increased 
in value between fifty and sixty thousand dollars by the 
establishment- upon it of a United States military post, and 
the- btiilding of an American town, and not from improve- 
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ments made upon it by the Hudson's Bay Company, all 
of which we respectfully submit. 

J. S. ElNEAKSON, 

John C. Carson, 
Jesse Applegate, 

Jesse Applegate sworn to before me, August 27, 1866. 

J. M. Bacoi}, Clerk, 

Sworn to and subscribed by J. S. Rinearson and J. C 
Carson, before me this 1st day of September, A. D. 1866. 

R. Wilcox, 
Clerk U. S. District Court for District of Oregon. 

Int. 21. — ^Do you now so adopt the statement and make it 
part of your testimony ? (Objected to for the reasons above 
stated, because it is leading and incompetent,) 

Ans.Yes. — 

Int. 22. — Have you any document or extract which forti- 
fies the opinions expressed in the foregoing report in relation 
to Colvile? If so, please state what it is, and present it to 
be annexed to your deposition. (Objected to as leading and 
incompetent and immaterial, iand because the paper presented 
is not proved, nor is there legal evidence that Lyman 0. 
Richardson therein described as assessor w^as or is the asses- 
sor of Stevens county, Washington Territory, and because 
the said paper is in other respects defective as proof of any 
fact whatsoever.) 

I present, a paper marked " I," .it being an extract from 
the assessment rolls of Stevens county, Washington Terri- 
tory, in which county Fort Colvile, the mill, and White Mud 
farm is situated, which is as follows : 

Extract from the Rolls of the Assessor of Stevens County^ Wash- 
ington Territory ^ for the j/mr 1866, Hudson^ s Bay Com^pany 
represented by Angus 31cDonald : 
Lj^nds cultivated (rents on same) - - - $100 00 

Buildings and rails - 6,100 00 

Ofie mill (out of repair) 1,500 00 

Henry Lafleur (joins the White Mud farm, Isaacs' 

place is included) - - . - - - - 1,000 00 
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GeOrge B. Warnicuts, (7 miles from Old Col vile) $1,000 00 

T. J. Demers (on the White Mud Farm - - 1,600 00 

Francois Marzou, 12 miles from Old Fort - 500 00 

Alex'r '' 13 " " " " - 400 00 

Antoine Charette, 14 " " " " - 600 00 

Jo. Martin, 7 " " " " - 300 00 

S. Mershon, 6 " " " " - 100 00 

Gaspard, 8 " " " " - 80 00 

John Probelle, 1 mile from Old Fort - 100 00 

James Lee, IJ mile above Old Fort - 25 00 
Peter Grovir, 2 miles from fort, on Fort 

Plain - - - - 200 00 

Alex'r Jandron, 5 miles from Old Fort - 600 00 

George Finis, 6 " " " " - 600 00 

L. Peon, 9 " '' " " - 350 00 

John Huston, (on Mud Farm) - - - - 250 00 

I certify the above as correctly extracted from the assess- 
ment rolls made by me for the county and the year above 
written. 

Lyman C. Richardson, 
Assessor Stevens County^ W, T, 

Cross-exainmaiion by Amory Holbrooke Esq,^ Counsel for the 

Company. 

InL 1. — What, in your judgment, was the value per acre 
of the land at Fort Umpqua in 1850, provided a sufficient 
legal title thereto could be made? 

Ans, — Li 1850 it was believed that the Umpqua river would 
be the channel of trade for the mines in southern Oregon 
and northern California, claims were then taken up in the 
Umpqua Valley and considered more valuable than land is 
at present ; the section of land including Fort Umpqua and 
its improvements might have been sold for from three to five 
thousand dollars at that time. 

Int. 2. — ^In your judgment is not a part of this land as 
good soil as any in the Umpqua Valley ? If so, what portion 
of the land ? 
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Ans, — The Fort Umpqua claim ib mostly on the river bot- 
tom, which is not considered the best soil in the Yall^y. . . 

Int. 3. — ^Do you not r^colljeot that ia 1851 you wrot^to Mr, 
Ogden, then chief-factor of the Company^ that in your judg- 
ment, the Company's section at Urupqjoa^ wae as valuabL© as 
any section in the valley ? » . 

Arts. — ^I do not remember, of such ia letter; ;biiit. the valu^ 
of the claim does not depend entirely upon the quality of the 
soil. In 1851, when it was expected the Umpqua river would 
be the channel of commerce, titte cladm was valuable for its 
location. 

InL 4. — Do you not recollect writing to Mi!. Ogden, aftifer 
making the survey, that you were happily disapJ)ointed in 
finding better land and more of it than you ha4 expected^ or 
words to that effect, on the Fort Umpqua claim? > 

J.7W.— I do not recollect the contents of the letter, 

InL 5. — What are the principal agricultural prodtlcts of 
Umpqua for exportation from 1850 to the present time? 

Ans, — For a few years, from 1850 forward, flour was ex- 
ported from the Umpqua Valley,, since when live stocb, 
bacon, and wool are its exports. 

Int. 6.— Was not the land occupied by the Company and 
that in its vicinity, valuable for the purpose of raising hoga, 
sheep, and cattle ? 

Ans. — ^Yes. 

Int. 7. — Did not the Company, when you first knew the 
land, have large herds of cattle at and- near that point? 

Ans. — Yes, they had ; Mr. Qagni&r, [who] was in charge of 
the fort, informed me that th^ere Ivvere four or five hundred 
head of cattle. . : . .. / 

Int. 8. — Do you not know, that some of the? settlers were 
in the habit of killing the Corhpany's cattle to a considerable 
extent? " ' ■ . ^ / • . .•- .: • 

Ans* — I do not; I have heard such/cbarge^made. 

Int. 9. — Was not the post at Umpqua a convenience: to the 
early settlers, and do you not believe that/ the iiifluence ex- 
erted upon the Indians bad beiet jSiyortble.tp.:thle security- of 
the settlers? 
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Atis. — I think the influence exerted over the Indians was 
everywhere favorable to the early settlement of the country, 
arid some sapplies were obtained at Port Umpqua. 

Int. 10. — What was and is the market for the productions 
raised in the Umpqua. Valley ? 

Ans. — Down to about 1856 or 1857 the best market was to 
the South, at present the best market is North, in the direc- 
tion of the- inorthern. mines. 

• ikt 11. — Has that region a market as convenient to pro- 
ducers, as Vancouver, Portland, and the country east of the 
Cascade Mountains are to the farmers of Clarke county, 
Washington Tet-ritoiy ? 

Ans. — Not at present. 

Int. 12. — Has there been since 1857 ? 

Ans. — After the failure of the southern mines to afford a 
market, the exports from the tJmpqua Valley were sent to 
San Francisco until the mines of British Columbia and 
eastern Oregon created a better market. 

Int. 13. — How often have you been at Fort Umpqua since 
Colonel Chapman left there? • 

Ans. — Not at all. 

l7iU 14. — Are you certain that the lea&e of Colouel Chap- 
man was for the term of three years, and did it not contain 
a clause by which he agreed, in case the right of the Com- 
pany to the land was extinguished by the purchase of the 
Government thereof, that the lease should be surrendered? 

Ans. — Mr. Ogden sent me a copy of the lease, with a re- 
quest that I would put Mr. Chapman in possession; I merely 
looked over it once, and I do not remember its contents; I 
think that three years was named ^ I think there was a pro- 
vision similar to th^ one^ mentionediin question. 

Int. 15^— Will you state* how many miles farther from 
Victoria, as a market for live-stock, it is to the Umpqua 
Valley, in Oregon, thaii it i4to Pierce county in Washington 
Territory? * . 

Ans.^^The live-stock designed for the Victoria market are 
driven to Puget's Bound, i^ierce county, to be shipped to 
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Victoria; I do not know the distance exactly; by the usual 
route it is 150 miles from Portland to Umpqua Valley. 

Int 16.— When, after 1843, were you next at Fort Walla- 
Walla? 

A7}s.—lw the latter part of July, 1866. 

Int. 17. — Did you visit the Whitman station in 1843, and 
how long did you remain there? 

Arts. — Yes; I remained about a week. 

InL 18. — Can you now state the number of buildings inside 
the fort at Walla- Walla? 

Ans, — I cannot be certain of the number of rooms; there 
was a line of buildings along the south wall where Mr. Mc- 
Kinlay resided, another along the east wall used for store- 
houses. 

InL 19. — Was there nothing erected on the north or west 
sides ? 

Ans. — I don't remember any of them. 

Int 20. — Was the fort at that time completed ? 

Ans, — No, it was not completed; the southwest bastioa 
had not been covered, and the gates were made while I was 
at the fort. 

Int 21. — Was the buildings of which you have spoken on 
the south and east side fully completed ? 

Ans, — I cannot say. 

InL 22. — Was any work done toward the completion of 
the building on the fort during the three weeks of your stay 
there, except the making of the gates? 

Ans. — I think not. 

Int 23. — Do you know the price paid for making the 
gates ? 

Ans. — I do not. 

Int 24. — Do you know the dimensions of the gates? 

Ans. — ]S"o, I do not remember. 

Int 25. — How many windows and doors, so far as you 
recollect, were there about the premises ? 

Ans. — There were not many windows ; I cannot say the 
number. 

Int 26. — Was not the statement made by Mr. McKinlay, 
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referred to in your direct examination, that in building the 
fort he had been obliged to pay out only eight pounds ster- 
ling, the Company having furnished the labor and materials 
necessary, except to that extent? 

A71S, — The answer in the direct examination was, as I 
understood the matter, from Mr. McKinlay. 

Int. 27. — Did you understand him that that structure was* 
completed as you saw it, at an expense of only about eight 
pounds sterling over and above the ordinarj^ labor of the 
establishment? 

Ans. — I so understood him. 

l7i(. 28. — How much lumber, in your judgment, had been 
used at that time for doors, windows, shutters, gates, floors, 
counters, and other purposes in the establishmejit? 

Ans. — I cannot say the amount of lumber; very little had 
been used. 

laL 29. — How did Mr. McKinlay pay Mr. Hunt and other 
emigrants who worked for him — in monoy, or in goods and 
provisions? 

Ans, — I do not know which. 

Int. 30. — Do you believe that it would have been possible 
for Mr. McKinlay, with the laborers of the Company at his 
command, to have furnished everything as necessary for the 
construction of the fort and buildings with the sum of eight 
pounds sterling? 

Ajis. — Yes; as there was but a small amount of material 
used in the bailding of the fort which might not have been 
manufactured on the ground; I did not know what force he 
had at command. 

InL 31. — At that time was not Fort Walla- Walla a station 
of great importance to the emigrants, both for convenience 
and protection ? 

Ans, — Mr. McKinlay had but few supplies in the fall of 
1843 to spare to emigrants. Doubtless the fort, as a general 
plan for maintaining peace with the Indians, afforded pro- 
tection to the emigrants passing through. 

Int. 32. — At that time did not the Company have a large 
amount of stock-pastures in the vicinity of Fort Walla- Walla? 
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Ans.-*-l did not see the atock of tlie Oompany; the imme- 
diate vicinity of the fort is barren of grass ; I cannot say how 
many cattle and horses were kept near the fort at that time. 

Ini. 33. — ^Did yon see any gardens or other cultivated 
lands near the fort ? . . ; 

Ans, — ^I did not* - ' • 

Int. 34, — Did you not know that there was such Un(fe in 
the vicinity or within a few males ? 

Ans. — I saw no cultivation in the vicinity of the fort or 
within a few miles. 

Int. 35. — Was there not good ^rajsing ground within a 
half of a mile of the fort? 

Arts. — ITo; at least I saw none; the cattle ranges for the 
Company were up the Walla- Walla river, and on the Tou- 
chet; I did not sec them. 

Int. 36. — When you say in your statement that, for some 
miles on all sides of Fort Walla- Walla, there is no land fit 
for cultivation, nor could we learn that cultivation had ever 
been attempted in that vicinity either by the Hudson's Bay 
Company or its present inhabitants, please state whether 
you mean that theCompany, so far as you could learn, made 
no cultivation for some miles in all directions from the fort ; 
and if so, how many miles. 

Ans. — We mean just what we say in the sentence quoted 
in the question; I do not know where the Company culti- 
vated, or how many miles such cultivation, (if there were 
any,) was from the fort. 

InL 37. — Have you not read the evidence taken in behalf 
of the Company last year, which has been published ? 

Ans. — I have not i-ead, as I remember, any of the evidence 
in relation to Walla- Walla. 

Int. 38. — How do you know the Old Fort was sold by the 
representative of the Hudson's Bay Company in 1860 to one 
of the original proprietors of the town of Wallula ? 

Ans, — We were so informed by Mr, Van Syckle, D. S. 
Baker, and others, who spoke of it as a well-known fact. 

Int. 59.-r-By whom was it said the sale was made ? 

Ans.—=-We stated or intended to state that we obtained 
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tliis fiict from information, not as a fact ascertained by our- 
eelres. 

Int\ 40.— Were not all the statements made by you con- 
cerning the sale derived from mere report? 

Ans. — Yes. 

Int, 41. — Can you now give the name of the seller? 

u4m»— A note of the name was taken by the experts ; I do 
not find it in my own notes; I cannot give it. 

Int. 42. — Please to say whether by the term "experts" 
you mean yourself and Rinearson and Carson, who were re- 
quested to visit and examine that they might testify in regard 
to it? 

Ans, — I do. 

Int 43. — Can you give the name of the purchaser of the 
the fort ? 

Ans. — Mr. Higgins. 

InL 44. — Was he one of the parties from whom you derived 
any information? 

Ans,-^W^ did not see Mr. Higgins. 

InL 45. — ^Didyou look for or seeany record of this alleged 
transaction ? 

J.??5.— We did not. 

InU 46. — Did you ever hear the name of the alleged seller 
mentioned at any other time as a representative of the Hud- 
son's Bay Company? 

Ans, — I do not remember that I did. 

InL 37. — Have you not personally known all the repre- 
sentatives of the Companj^ since yon have been in Oregon ? 

Ans, — Not all of them. 

Int. 48. — Have you not known byname at least those who 
have been acting as representatives of the Company ? 

Ans. — I cannot say. 

Int. 49. — In 1860 who were the representatives of the Com- 
pany, so far as you know, at Vancouver and Colvile ? 

Ans. — I do not know, in 1860, who represented the Com- 
pany in either place* 

InL 50. — Have you not as reliable information in regard 
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to that lasyoii have in regard to many statements in your 
report, which are based on information merely ? 

A'iis. — I cannot say in regard to the reliability of my in- 
formation ; it was not my duty in 1860 to collect information ; 
it was, in 1866. 

Int. 51. — If, in 1866, your duty v^as as stated, did you not 
think yourself under obligations to learn whether* the sale 
was made by an authorized- agent of the Company before 
making the statement w^hicli you have presented ? 

An^ — We did not. 

InU 52. — Did you think that such a statement, without 
deriving your information from the seller or purchaser, or 
seeing or looking fojr any record of tbe' alleged transaction, 
was fair and just? 

Ans. — We did not investigate more fully the sale of Walla- 
Walla, because we were informed the transaction would be 
established by other evidence. 

Int. 53. — -From whom and when did you receive this 
information ? 

Ans. — We received the information from persons residing 
at Wallula at the time of our visit, and from Mr. Johnson, 
I think, bef^re and since our visit. ' . 

Ini. 54. — Do you mean to say that you based the state- 
ments in your report upon information given to you by Mr. 
Johnson before you commenced your examination ? 

Ans. — I do not mean so to say, but that we were governed 
in our investigations by instructions from Mr. Johnson in 
regard to the subjects to be investigated.' 

Int. 55. — Were there any instructions except those, a copy 
of which has been filed? 

A718. — There were none, except verbal explanations of 
those instructions., '•' ■ 

Int. 56. — Did Mr. Johnson inform you that you need not 
investigate the alleged sale of Fort Walla- Walla, because it 
would be proved by other evid^ice ? 

Ans. — His instructions generally were to confine ourselves 
to the ascertainment of facts required of us in his ^vrittetl 
instructions. 
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Int, 57. — What do you mean by saying then, in your 
answer to the 63d interrogatory, that you derived informa- 
tion from Mr. Johnson, both before and after your visit to 
Walla- Walla, as to the fact named therein ? 

Ana. — I mean what I say in answer to that interrogatory. 

InU 58. — Please then state what information he gave you 
before your visit, and what he gave you since your visit. 

Ans> — My answer to this is the same as to the 56th inter- 
rogatory. 

Int. 59. — Can you state any information given by him to 
you concerning the alleged sale of Fort Walla- Walla before 
you went there ? 

Ans. — I cannot state any information not contained in my 
answers already given. 

InL 60. — Can you state any information given to you by 
Mr. Johnson, concerning the alleged sale of Fort Walla- 
Walla since your return from there ? 

Ans, — Is'othing further than is contained in my answer to 
the 53d interrogatory. 

InL 61. — Do you mean to say that after your return from 
your expedition in search of information, you derived infor- 
mation from Mr. Johnson, upon which in part your report 
was based ? 

Ans. — I do not- 
ing. 62. — Did you have any conference with him upon the 
subject of the sale of Fort • Walla- Walla mentioned in the 
report before submitting it ? 

Ans, — We had a conference with Mr. Johnson since our 
return in respect to our report, as to the method we should 
present the facts collected, not in regard to the facts them- 
selves. 

Int. 63. — Did anything said by Mr. Johnson, before or 
after you went, affect youu investigation ? 

Ans. — Yes, in regard to the subjects to be investigated. 

InL 64. — How long were you at Walla- Walla and its 
vicinity ? 

Ans. — Three or four hours going up, and less than one 
hour on our return. 
19 
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Int 66. — ^Was not your stop there limited to the time of 
the boat's landing at Walla- Walla on her regular trip ? 

Arts. — It was. ^ « 

InL 66. — How far in that tinae did you go from the lanAf 
ing? 

An%. — ^We made the survey described in our report and 
a short distance beyond, say one-fourth of- a mile, to im- 
eminence in the rear, to obtain a view of th^ surrounding 
country. 

Int. 67. — ^Did you make any other examination of the 
lands formerly occupied and used by the Company as de- 
scribed in its memorial ? 

An%. — We did not. 

Int. 68. — Do you not know that most of the land in the 
vicinity of Wallula is claimed by pre-emption, or under the 
homestead law ? 

Ans. — ^JSTo, we saw no lands in cultivation in that vicinky- 

InL 69. — How far from the fort do the vacant lands ex- 
tend, to your knowledge ? 

Ans. — We saw no cultivation in the vicinity, and were in- 
formed by the people of Wallula that the land was vacant. 

Int 70. — How many buildings are there at Wallula ? 

Ans. — I do not know. 

Int. 71.— Is not the valley of Walk- Walla thickly settled, 
and are not the farming lands generally occupied and culti- 
vated ? 

An%. — ^We did not visit that section of the country known 
as Walla- Wall a valley. 

Int. 72. — Did you not receive information to that eflfect 
from the same source that yon learned of the vacancy of the 
land about Wallula? 

Ans. — I made no inquiries respecting Walla- Walla valley ; 
I received no information pertinent to the report made by 
us, not contained in it. 

Int. 73. — Do you not know that Wallula is the shipping 
port of Walla- Walla county and its vicinity, as well as for 
large quantities of merchandise on ltd way to the min^iu 
the interior t 
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: -4rwi*-TliG informfttioo o]btamed by us ia neigpect to those 
facts ii6, embodied in, our r^eport. 

Int. 74. — Do you decline to make any statenaent in reply 
to the ia$t. question except by ref<9re*nc^ to the report ? 

Arts. — I do not decline to answer any question pertinepit 
loithe report^ or a el^r unde?ataading of it ; I refer to the 
report in the last answer^ because it stated the extent of my 
ifrfoirmationupon the subject inquired after. 

Int. 75. — Do you not know, or have you not been informed, 
tiiat the vHudscm-s Bay Company, . sinc^ 1S5|5, when it was 
compelled to abandon JFott W^Ua-Wall^. at the time of .the 
Indian war, under the orders of the United States authori* 
ties, has had no agent at that post ? 

JLnfk-*-! do not know whether the Company has occupied 
that post since 1855 or any subsequent period, as reports in 
regard to that fact are contradictory. 

.Ml 76,H-Have you ever .heard that the Company occupied 
that post since 1865. If so, from whom? 

Arts. — I have heard from Dr. Baker and others that the 
man who sold the daim, claiqved to represent the Company. 

Int. 77. — ^Excepting that ruinor, have you ever heard of 
any other occupation by the Coinpany since 1855 ? 

Ans. — ^As well as I remember, I have not. 

Int. 73.— In stating iayourreport that the land at Wallula 
has merely a nominal value, do you mean to say that, used 
as a shipping port, as it now is, for the region mentioned by 
you, it has no majfket value it* sold or offered for sale ? 

An^s. — Yes. 

JkL 79*— Do you not know, that lots and blocks at that 
point a^e assessed as town property^ and taxes paid thereon ? 

Ans. — We were informed, for the reason stated in the re- 
port, town property in Wallula could not be sold for the cost 
of the improvememts,. 

Int. 80. — Is it not often the case when new towns are 
hastily buiit, at large costs uader the excitement of specula- 
tion, th^t ueaqtionpccurflj and improvements cannot be sold 
foar -theirs oo^t, whiles the laud ha^ aqtual value ? 

Ans. — The first clause of this question is unfortunately 
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true of many towns in the mining regions ; the second cljvnse 
is also true where the town-site is T;ipon land that njay be ,use^d 
for other purposes. 

Int. 81. — Do you not believe that W^llula will necesspily 
be used as a shipping port for the regions above it, and 'NYhjch 
are accessible from it, and that therefore the land must lUr. 
crease in value ? , , 

Ans. — As a matter of belief, I think; the improvjpmeats 
at Wallula will continue to dec|ijQe in value, .and atS there is 
no more land needed for building purposes and, the land is 
utterly valueless for other purposes, that it will not increase 
in value. . ; 

Int. 82. — ^How long were you a,t Fort, Colvile,. and em- 
ployed in the examination of the land described by the Com- 
pany in its memorial? 

Ans, — We were two days making the survey and ex^min-. 
ing the property j we were in the vicinity two other days, in 
which we were employed in collecting general information 
of the country. 

Int 83. — Describe theproperty examined by you, the num- 
ber of acres of land, and its lopation, 

Ans. — These facts are to be found in the report. 

Int. 84. — Did you examine all the land claimed by tjie 
Company in its memorial ? 

Ans. — We were only in the valley, npt upon the surround- 
ing mountains. 

Int 85. — ^Did you examine all the lands in the valley, so 
claimed by the Company in its niemorial ? 

Ans. — The claim of the Company, as set forth in the m.e-» 
morial, is indefinite as to location; we examiped by actual . 
survey the lands in the Fort Plain j w^ also ascertained about 
the position the Mud Farm would occupy , within a mile 
square section, the rest of our ex^mina|;ion was made sqlely, . 
so far as I was concerned, to enable us to make a fair esti- 
mate of the value of the land in that vicinity. . 

Int. 86. — ^Have not the Company in cultivation on the Fort 
Plain more than 225 acres, mentioned in your report, as sec- , 
tions jSfo. 1 and,2. , \ . 
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Ans.—l cannot say, tbat being the amount that we arrived 
at; it may be more or less; we passed over lands, outside of the 
enclosures, which appeared to have been once in cultivation, 
but we did not ascertain their extent. 

Int. §7.-^ll6w do you know that any part of the field of 60 
aci'es described by you in section No. 1, is ever overflowed ? 

Atis, — ^By observation and information. 

Int $8.— From whom did you derive the information? 

Ans^ — I think, from Mr. O'Sullivan. 

Ini, 89.— Bid tie tell you that any part of that upon which 
you saw crops growing, had'be^n overflowed the present 
year? 

Ans,- — I do not remember that he did. 

Int. 90.— Have you ever seen any of that land overflowed, 
and have you ever been at Colvile, except at the time men- 
tioned in your report ? 

Ans. — I have not; I was led to believe that my informa- 
tion in regard to overflow was correct, from the facts that 
the present line of fence bordering on the lake or slough is 
not in a straight line, but bent around the margin of the lake 
or water, and the land outside having the appearance of 
being once cultivated. 

Int. 91. — From your observation and information are you 
80 positive in regard to the overflow of that land that you 
are willing to testify that it has been inundated within the 
last five years ? , 

^Ans.—T^o. 

Int 92. — How then can you say that what is not over- 
flowed is productive or sterile in direct ratio of the height of 
the land, as stated in your report ? 

Ans. — ^Prom observation and information. ' 

Int. 93. — Why will that portion that lies too high to be af- 
fected by the spring freshet of the Columbia fail to reward 
the husbandman, as stated in your report ? 

Ans. — ^From observing that the crops on the highlands 
were poor, and that the land outside the fence seemed to have 
been cultivated and abandoned. 

Ini. 94. — ^Do you mean to say, then, that only the lands af- 
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fected by the spring freshet are of* value for agricnltural -pur- 
poses? : J ' 

Arts. — Tlaat is my opinion in respect to cdltivtitibn. • " - 

Int. 95.— What have Mr. O'Sullivan's ihtfentiond or dxpeb- 
tations in regard to holding the lands of the Company, after 
they are cleared of the Company^s claims, t6 do with'flie 
value of the property, so that you deemed it necessarv to 
make that statement in your f epbrt ? ' 

Ans. — ^Nothing. 

Int. 96.— Why did you burden your report with such state- 
ments ? 

Ans. — ^In order to show those who held adversely, and with 
consent of the Company. 

Int. 97. — What has that to do with the value of the prop- 
erty? 

Am. — Nothing. 

Int 98. — How do you know that Mr. Hall purchased im- 
provements of the tenant of the Company, as stated, on sec- 
tion 2? 

Ans. — From information. 

Jw/. 99.— What information?' 

Ans. — From Mr. O'Sullivan and others. 

Int. 100.— Did the man who bought, or the bne who sold, 
furnish you with the information ? 

Ans. — They did not. 

Int. 101. — ^Was that alleged transaction in regard to prop, 
erty of the Company, thu3 fraudulently disposed of, mentioned 
by you in the report for the sake of giving evidence as to 
the value of the property ? 

Ans. — ^It was not. 

Int 102. — ^Do you wish to be understood as stating that, 
in your judgment, the enclosed lands described 'by ybu are 
of no value? 

Ans. — ^No. ' '"',"'., 

Int. 108. — ^Wliat then do you mean by this. sentence, "as 
portions of the pnclosed lands have been' exhausted by con- 
tinuous crops, and none of it difficurt t<> reduce to cultivation, 
we consider the land rather injured than benefitted by the 
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cuUiyation, and tja^-t the fencing ^oes not exceed $2,000 in 
value." 

Ans.—Th^ meaning of the sentence quoted from the re- 
po]rt i8,.that the preparing of the new land for the plow under 
the" circumstauceB stated, does not increase the value of the 
^and; that the use had of the land would repay the expense 
of Ti^dacing its cultivation. 

Int. 104. — ^Is your meaning then that the land is of no 
more value than if it were new and unbroken ? 
^Am. — ^It is, . . , 

Int. 105. — Did you not observe that portions of the culti- 
vated land appe0.red tQ have been sown with timothy, and 
allowed to remain without other crops, to give the opportu- 
nity for renovation ? 

AnSi — I saw some timothy growing in places in fields; I 
cannot say for what purpose. 

InL 106. — ©id you learn the yield of timothy and other 
crops there per acre, or the value when sold ? 

Ans. — ^I find no information in my notes respecting timo- 
thy ; the yield of oats will probably be from 20 to 40 bushels 
per acre ; wheat 10 to 25 ; potatoes from 50 to 200 bushels. 
Wheat sold before harvest at five dollars is expected to bring 
after harvest two dollars ; oats sold before harvest at three 
dollars expected to bring after harvest one dollar. This in- 
formation was obtained partly by observations made partly 
by ourselves and partly from information obtained from 
farmers in that country. 

Int. 107.*-\Vere not the expected reductions in price after 
harvest, based upon the supposition that the mining region 
would not furnish any market the present year for agricul- 
tural productions, there being a heavy crop? 

Ans. — The prices named are the conclusion of the farmers; 
I cannot say upon what grounds. 

Int. 108. — ^Did you personally examine and estimate the 
value of the buildings outside and inside the fort proper ? 

Am.r-l did ivot. 
. JhL 109.— You say in your report that the land subject to 
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inundation by the lake is all that is fit for.qultivatioil ; plesse 
say how many acres are subject to inundation. 

Ans, — We do not say that the land. sulgeQt P^ inundation 
is all that is fi.t for cuUivatipu ; I cannot aay the iifimberlof 
acres that is subject to inundation •■' ' 

Int. 110. — Please explain what you naean by that phrase in 
your report, for it certainjy is there, ■ • i .' V 

Ans. — I leave the report to stand or fall, in tha^ partictular, 
to the grammatical coBstrucfion of the sentience referred -to 
in the question, . . ' . 

Int. 111. — ^Do you decline any further explanation of your 
meaning? ♦ - 

Ans, — The exceptions made in the first clfiuse in the aen- 
tence certainly mean that they are indepei^dent of the in- 
undation of the lake. - . . . , 

Int. 112. — When Mr. McDonald informed you that the 
Company found it cheaper to jjurchase itsfarni^prodae^ thaa 
to cultivate, did he assign a reason for this ? 

Ans. — Mr. McDonald stated. the fact contained in the re- 
port; he may have had other and different reasons fori adopt* 
ing the course declared* 

Int. 113. — Did he not state other and different rea^souistQ. 
you ? . . , . : 

Ans. — He may haye done so, . . i 

Int. 114. — Did he not. say t^iat on. apcp^nt of the frequently 
recurring excitements about gold discoveries, it was. impos- 
sible to keep hired men to. their, bargains^ pr. words to that . 
effect? ' "" . W. ..'*..' ;. .-• 

Ans. — He may have done so, ... . , , 

Int. 115. — ^Do you not know that the Company \ised for 
pasturage all that part of the Fort Plain whi^Qjiia ^^^ culti- 
vated? . . , ,,.,. . ... - /t ■ ' ■ 

Ans. — I cannot say tMat I know anything about it; they 
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doubtless did so if they kept .animal^ running $itlarg<^. i 
' l7it. 116. — Is it not suitable ipi^.ga^iturjiug. pi^rpo^es ? . < , , . 
Ans. — ^It is. ., J. ., .. / - . , 

Int. 117. — How far. is it from.thefprt tp ^ettj^ I]alls;U<3^ow! 



Ans.^-^Ah^xxt a mik in a straight line, a little more by the 
road. 

Int. 118.— How far from the fortio the Little Dalles above? 

jln»:*A^Mr. Mc]>oiiald" says that' the old Hudson's Bay 
Company's guides called it fifteen miles by the thread of the 
river^ but he himself tMnks it is abouttwenty miles. 

.Int. 119. — Cannot steame!^ go "to the fort landing six 
months in tW^ year ? '« 

J.n^.i— Mr. McDonald say's, ** I think that steamers from 
above, between that and the Big Bend, could anchor there 
six month's in the ye&r,'bul not from b^low; I think that 
a steamer strongly propelled could anchor there at least 
eight and a-half months in a year; in that case, if she was 
detained at all at the Dalles by high water, it would not be 
much over a month ; the rest of her detention during the 
twelve months would be only'from ice.'^ 

Int. 120.— ^How long were you at the Company's grist- 
mill? ... 

Arts.' — We were there an hbnr or an hour and a half; I 
did not know the time; 

Int. 121. — How do you know that the mill has not been 
used ft)!*^ some years? ' • ' 

Arts, — From information and the condition of the structure. 

Int. 122. — From whom did you obtain this information ? 

J.n^.i-*I cannot' glvri'theMiahie of our informant in regard 
to the time the mill has been idle; the condition of the struc-. 
ture would cei'tainly make use' of it tmsafe. 

Int. 123. — Is there anything about its condition, except 
the decay of its sills, which would make its running unsafe ? 

j4w5;-^Ye0:'". ''•'" -' '- ■ "'* ■ '••' ■ ' ' ' 

Int. 124.-^WhAfe'' '-''■'■ ■''•■ ' ■ ' • • 

Arts. — The ties binding the building together are also 
rotten: > •" ' • ^" '- v' •'•■'■''•'' - '' ' 

Int. 125,-^AVe^beref not strong square J)lates sufficient to 
secure the building, -independent of th^ ties? ' • 

Ans. — ^Not in our opinion. 

Int.li^i-^k the ^liorti time yon were there, did you have 
opportunity so thoroughly to examine the building as to be 
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able to form a aatisfaotory ^stwate, especially if: jwhiive 
been misinformed as to its use for some years past?. . !. ....-] 

Ans.-^'We were- 

Int. 127. — ^Did you go into the building and.examii;ie^tl^ 
inside? » \ 

Ans. — ^We did not go into the building ; we trusty to 
Mr. McDonald's information as to the inside machinery and 
to what we could see of it through the. window, aud.tlpie 
space round the shaft ^nd the wM;^r-whe©L 

InL 128. — Was such a mode of examination satisfactory ? 

-Aiw.— ^It was. 

' Int. 129. — ^In estimating its value at $500 dollars, state the 
basis of your estimate. 

Ans. — Our estimate was ba^ed upon those portions of .the 
machinery and other parts that might be useful in its irecon- 
struction. 

Int. 130.— Did you estimate the value of the water-power ? 

Atis. — We did not. 

Int. 131. — ^Did you not consider thgrt it had any value ? 

Ans. — We did not agree upon the valuation of the water- 
power, and did not report. 

Int. 182. — Will you state the valine of the water-rpowejr on 
that stream in your judgment? 

Ans. — ^In case the paining re^auft of the Columbia con- 
tinue to be profitable, in my judgment, the water-power on 
Mill Creek where the mill stands will be of great value. 

Int. 183. — ^In case it were your own, what would you con- 
sider its value? 

Ans. — ^In case it were my own,- 1 should b^ loath tq sell it 
at present for less than five thousfind dollars ; it would cer- 
tainly be worth much more in the hands pf a company able 
properly to improve it. . . 

Int. 134. — To such a cpmpimy,.whajb would you de€|m its 
value, if that region phould be reasonably prosperous ? 
. Ans. — I cannot say. 

Int. 185. — By whom were you informedj that tihe mill was 
assessed at $1,500 ? : . ! 

Ans. — ^By inspection of the assessment rolls. . ( ;. f , .\ 
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those rolls? 

Arts. — ^Long enough to obtain the information submitted 
mlh ow repof t. - 

Int. 187. — Was anything assessed upon the rolls besides 
iiiiprovfementfi ? 

' Ans.-^T}hert ^ras on the rolls the assessment of personal 
pfr6p6rtyand improvements. ' 

Int. 138. — Was there any asse^ment of real estate? 

Ans. — I think not. 

Int. 139. — ^Did you regard the assessments as indicating 
atiy true or con*ect value of the property assessed ? 

An8. — We did. 

Int. 140.— If so, how did it happen that you fixed the value 
of the mill at one-third of the assessment? 

Ans. — The property valued by us was valued according to 
our own judgment. 

Int 141. — How do you know that the Company ceased to 
cultivated the White Mud farm in 1860? 

Ans. — We learned most of the facts stated in the report 
about the White Mud farm from Mr. McDonald ? 

£tt. 142.— Did Mr. McDonald infoirm you that Demers 
was put in possession of that farm ? 

Ans. — ^I so understood him, but he may have said " was 
in jpossession.*' . ' . 

Int. 148. — ^If you have notes of your conversation with Mr. 
McDonald, upon which you based your report, please exam- 
ine them and state what he said in regard to Demers ? 

Ana. — ^Mr. McDonald says, "that Demers and Wolf built 
upon the Company's claim, and Demers took possession of 
the Company^s acti'ial''f)ropei*ty, destroyed some of it, and 
left some of it standing ; " all was done trader the protest of 
the Comtpany ; this h^ppettdd in 1868, 1869, and 1860. He, 
McDonald, further remarks "that Maj. Lugenbeel, of the 
United States army, is a witness to the abovfe encroachments.'' 
I find no noted o:?*fehis statemefnt, but suppose it was made to 
one of our party. 

Int. 144. — Are you positive that ndne of the houses, built 
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by the Company and belonging to it, are no# standing on tlie 
White Mud farm? - .: ^ 

Am. — But one. ' 

InU 146.^— Will you say that the land Which composed tSiiat 
farm is not worth, in your judgment, more thali $1.25 an 
acre? • - ■ . l -..v 

Arts. — It seems to be worth no more, exclusive of imprbve- 
ments. .... ■ ' • 

/w^. 146*— Describe that soil. ' . ^ 

Ans. — The soil seemed to be vfery good, sorbe of It, but We 
were not governed by the (juality'of the soil only iti making 
an estimate of the present value of the land, but upon the 
assessment roll and such sales of improvements as had been 
made in the vicinity. 

Int. 147. — Was not the soil of the land described in the 
Company's memorial as White Mud farm, as fertile and rich 
as any known to you in Oregon or Washington Territory ? 
^W5.— It is not. ' 

Jw^, 148.— How were you gliidfed'as to' value of land by the 
assessments, when, as already stated by you, no lands are as- 
sessed ? '..-., 

Arts. — Because under existing donation and honiestead 
laws, possession confers title. 

InU 149. — What has that to do with the assessment as an 
indication of the value of land? 

Ans. — Because the assessments are the valuation of theitn- 
provements, and the possession of the improvements is, in 
effect, the possession of the land. 

Int. 160. — ^Did you exercise your judgment in regard to 
that land, as you did in regard to the mill, the value of which 
you reduced to one third of its assessment? 

Ans.—W^ did not. 

Int. 151. — How can yon say that Lymaft C. Richardson 
knows the value to put upon property iti Stevens cotinty? 
Have you any acquaintance with -him, so that you are willing 
to testify as to the correctness of his judgment? 

Ans. — ^I have no further or other reasons to rely upoh the 
judgment of Mr. Richardson than is stated in our report. 
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/n^. 153.r-7State bpw, you Jaiow that, Wari^ecut bought a 
farm for $800; if you know the quality of that farm, and 
what improvements are thereon. 

.4^;-rFvom the- 6ta1;meii.t of Mr. Warnecujt and others, 
ap.d the. f^rm seems to ibe. as good ap thx?se adjoining it 

Int. 153. — Do you know the price of wages at Colvile and 
th,e„>7,Qimty,?,, .^ . : . ,^ -, ,. .. - .- .. i .■• 

Ansl — We were told rails were made at $1.60 to $2 per 
hundred, and farm labor was about $40 per month* 

J^ 154.-r^Dp jQU;,paeau ipclvidi^g, or. excluding board ? 

4^5. — The r^il mak;iug , e^duaive^ the. n^pnthly wages in- 
clusive. .'.:.. 

inU 155.-7- Wbat^ ifyou.kno>^^> are the wages of mill-wrights 
and carpenters ? 

J.n^,— Idonot . . ' 

.Jw/. 156. — How th/en could you forpi aw estimate of the 
value of the. mill, if you did not know what the wages would 
be in making the machinery at that place ? 

^^is,-t-rMr. Caraou can,, perhaps,, answer the question in re- 
gard to the price of skiUedrlabor j .our, estimate was based 
upon those portions of the machinery that might be useful 
in its re-coii8t|ructioG- r . . . 

Int. 157. — ^s Mr. Carson is not a witness at present, and 
yoM ^re, hpw coulfi you estiyt^at^the vaU^eof that machinery, 
when you do not know the price. of skilled-labor there ? 

^r?^.— Skilled-Jabpr gep.<?rally bears a proportionate price 
to common labprf.precjq^ly what proportion it bears to com- 
mon labor at Colvile, if inforu^^dj, J.do'not recollect. 

Jntr 15S,--rBtat^. what iprppprtion^te . price skilled-labor 
bears to > commpi?.. labor,, s.iiiob ap miHrwrigbts, blacksmiths, 
and other mechanica, >vho mu»t be employed in the construc- 
tion of mill machinery. 

4w^*TT-(^e^i^er^lly. ^boyft ftfty ppr qent. higher. 

Int. 169.— :Dp. jBOv^ believe, jtl? at the wages of such men at 
Colvile pan b^, obtained for $2 a: day and board ? 

Ans. — I cannpt^^y.^' r. jj . 

//rt. ,169-»---I)i4 you .estinw-te the value of that machinery 
upon tit^^tjba^^s.? .. 
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Am, — Tbe estimate is in abcordan<5e with the supposition 
that mechanics would work for sixty or seventy dollars 'per* 
month. '• >* 

Int. 161. — ^Did you ever know a miltwrigbt to wopfc at^that 
rate in Oregon or Washington? i . = i 

Ans. — I have employed mill-wrigbts at lower rates; ^ 

Int. 162. — Have you done so during the ptiesent year^ or 
within the last three years? .< ' . 

Ans. — ^I have built no mills in that period. 

Int. 163. — ^Did you ever do so except in widter when the 
days were short? 

Ans. — Yes. . ■ • , ■ 

hit. 164. — Did you see any roads which you were informed 
were constructed by the Company ? If so, state their ehaifac- 
ter, extent, and probable coat. 

Ans. — ^I saw two roads tl^at Mr. McDonald informed me 
were constructed by the Company ; one of them, particularly, 
must have cost a good deal of labor; one of them leading 
down the Columbia I followed but a short distance; the 
other leads off in the direction of the American Fort Colvile. 
"It,-' Mr. McDonald says, ^^ has been made a public road;" 
distance three or four miles. ' 

Int. 165. — ^Do you know anything of abridge erected by the 
Company ? If so, where? 

A ns. — I saw some bridges ; I do not know who built them. 

Int. 166. — ^Did yon examine the water-power at Kettle 
Falls. If so, state whether it is valuable, and so located as 
to be of consequence at anytime ? 

Ans. — ^I looked at the K^tle Falls, but do not think th^m 
valuable for manufacturing purposes. 

Int. 167.— Why not? 

Ans. — On account of tho expense consequent to U6ing 
water from so large a river, and the removal of the rocks 
in order to take oat the water and use it in safety to the 
machinery. 

Int. 168. — ^How wide is the Columbia] river at that 
point? 
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^ Ans.^^l eannot my ; it is perhaps tbvete or four hundred 
y^rds. ,. ..■...,■.... .'*.>■ 

Jw^. 169. — ^From your experience, do you not believe, whea 
theijwaute Qf the^ oowitryinay demand it, that the skill of 
civil engineers, and the enterprise of capitalistB will find a 
means to make that water-powfeir of great value ? 

4«8.-^In -a populous coiintry where water-power is needed 
such might be the case, but in the vicinity of Kettle Falla 
water-powers of much lca& cost to improve are sufficient for 
thjewants of the cofuatry now, aud perhaps for ages to come. 

Int. 170. — ^When were you first at Fort Vancouver, and 
what property had the Hudson's Bay Company there at that 
time? ... 

Ans.-^! was dirat at Vancouver in November, 1843 ; there 
was at that time substantially the buildings set forth in the 
memorial of the Company, exeept the bastions, which were 
built later, 

Int 171.— *From that time to 1850) how frequently were 
you at Vancouver? 

^r?5.-— I was there often; I think once a year at least. 

Int. 172. — Did you visit and particularly notice the Com- 
pany's farms in the Vicinity ? 

Ans,^^On]y those bordering on the rivop* 

Int. 173. — How far down the river from Vancouver did 
those faarmfi extend, ao &r aa you know ? 

Ansi — ^A piece of land in cultivation began about half a 
mile below the fort^ and extended down the river perhaps 
two miles. 

Jnjf. 174.— Were those farms extended further down the 
river at a later period? 

A718. — ^Not that I know; the period to which I refer to [in] 
the preceding inieirrogatory:Was.tw;o or three years subse- 
quent to 1843. 

j&i^ 175.-^-i>escribe^ thefarcas in the vicinity of the fort, 
around and above it, what were the productions and the ex.- 
tent of lands under fenoo? v: . 

Arts. — There was an orchard and kitchen garden in the 
rear of the fort; I think I saw some lands cultivated in 
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front,! or rather up the river > from the front; the enclosed 
plain extebding up the river froia the fort about two miles in 
lengthy and would aver^ige; in toy r^eoHection about half a 
niiile in width, was used chiefly* for pasturage. 

Inti 176. — At that tiihe, »ta^te,'if you know, the amount of 
live stock pastured by the Company, 

Ans. — ^I cannot state /thlB number* 

Int 177.— From 1848; to 1849, state what, in your judg- 
ment, waa the influence of :th^ Gonnpany upon the settlement 
-of the country and the pacification of savages and the pro- 
tection of emigrants an(J.fiielttieE& ' i 

Ans. — The influence of the Company was in all respects 
inquired after, most benefidal and salutary. 

Int. 178.-^Wa8 that influMice in any respect subsequently 
changed, up to the time of the Company's leaving, in 1860 ? 

-4w«. — ^Not to my knowledg^; 

Int 179. — Are you the Jeaso Applegate whose name ap- 
pears subscribed to amiBmoria^ of the Legislative Committee 
of Oregon, dated June :28j 1845, and addressed to the Con- 
egress of the United States ?! 

Ans. — lam. ; ).> )-.\ . " ' . 

Int. 180. — Were you)nbt lhi6 author of that memorial ? 

Ans. — I was a memiber of the committee that reported the 
memorial. . ' ^ i /j ; : ^ 

Int. 181. — Did you not, write: in October, 1861, a letter to 
Dr. John McLoughlin coatainiofg- the following paragraph : 

"As one of the early emigpanis to Oregon, I am pleased 
to bear evidence to yoiurl kindness And Christian philanthro- 
phy; of those requiring^ assistance, yomihave never exacted 
either a civil or religious test; Qatholios and Protestants, 
Americans and British,' ha\ie been equal sharers of your 
bounty, and are equally indebted to ybii'for protection and 
assistance; but the evideitcieibf/a priyatecitizen is unneces- 
sary to establish the fa6t 6f the^ active and beneficial assistance 
you have ever rendered to American settleirs in Oregon ; the 
acknowledgment of thisikeft^iOontiiiiQied iilL k memorial trans- 
mitted tpithe. Congress tcif 'the,'.Unit^d^ti4iea.inl846,is supe^ 
rior to all private testimonials ; that document, signed by ev««y 
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offiper.of the Provisional Ctevernment, Jegislative and exec- 
utive and judicial, pays a just tribute io the conduct of the 
Hudson's Bfty Company in Oregon^ which, up to that time, 
was under your superintendenca" 

4w». — ^I wrote euch a letter, or a letter to that purport; I 
do not remember the date. 

Int, 182. — Do you not believe that in the absence of pro- 
tection to the people of Oregon on the part of the American 
Government up to the 4tb of March, 1849, the assistance and 
support of the infent 'settlemeisit famished by the Hudson's 
Bay Company was, if not essential, of great importance to 
the vevy life ^of those settlementB ? 

Ans, — Their concurrence in the Provisional Government 
for the purpose of keeping peace was, in my opinion, indis- 
pensable. 

InL 183. — Have you any definite idea of the amount of 
business transacted by the Oomp§.ny at Vancouver between 
1843 and 184&, derived from your observation of the an^ival 
of furs or otherwise? If so, please state. 

Ans, — I have no definite idea of the amount of business 
done at Vancouver, On two occasions I was at the fort 
when the annual fleet of boats called by them a "brigade" 
arrived from the upper. Columbia; these boats were about 
forty feet in length, about six feet beam and four feet deep ; 
they were built very light and capable of bringing a large 
cai^o ; they seemed on those occasions filled with furs and 
peltries. I, also saw the barque Columbia lying at anchor 
in front of the fort, which vessel, I was informed, made 
annual voyages to London. They had also coasting vessels; 
I do not know how many. 

InL 184.— Was not the chain of posts comprising Fort 
Vancouver, Fort Walla- Walla, Fort Hall, and Fort Bois^, an 
organisjation necessary, as well for prosperously conducting 
the fur trade, as for the protection of the Company's trains in 
iheir passage across the continent? 

^W5.-r-I passed the forts named in the interrogatory on 
my way to the country ; they were doubtless for the purposes 
named. 
20 
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Int. 185. — "Were not the construction and maintenance of 
these posts a work of great magnitude,, involving large aud 
annual outlays and expenses? 

Ans. — To extend trade and hold so large a number of Inr 
dians spread 'over bo large a surface was a great work; as to 
the expense of it, I caunot answer, . m.. 

Int. 186.-— From yaur generiil knowledge of business, do 
you not think that in a new country so fai' distant frgm 
civilized regions and so much occupied by Indians, that such 
a work must have been attended with v^-y great annual 
expense ? 

Ans. — ISot knowing the number of officers and servants 
employed by the Company, I cannot answer in regard to the 
expense. 

Int 187. — In your report you state that 640 acres making 
the old fort a centre, will include all or most the buildings 
constituting the military bijildings and the town-^site at Van- 
couver; is that correct ? 

Ans, — I think it is, 

InL 188. — K you had owned that section in 1849, situated 
as it is upon the Columbia river^ would you have been will- 
ing to sell it for $50 an acre ? 

Ans, — What I might have done in 1849 or 1850, 1 cannot 
say ; I would now, if the section named belonged to me, sell 
it for that price with the value of the improvements added. 

InL 189. — Do you know of any actual sales on that section 
at the rate of $50 an acre ? • ^ 

Ans. — ^I do not know of any sales at that price; I was in- 
formed of the actual sale of lots, some improved and som^ 
unimproved, that justified, in my opinion, the value of the 
whole section at that rate. 

Int. 190. — Were you not also informed of the sale of lots 
and blocks at Vancouver, which would have Justified you in 
fixing a higher -rate ? 

Ans. — I was not. 

In^. 191. — How long were you employed in examining the 
land at Vancouver and its vicinity ? 

A7is, — Upon the late visit about one and a-half days. 
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InL 192. — What sales do you refer to in your statement 
in reply to interrogatory 189 ? 

Ans. — We were informed of the sale of some lots adjoin- 
ing or cornering with the public square, made at auction the 
present year, which sold for less than $50 each; these were 
unimproved; we were also informed that lots having im- 
provements upon them sold for prices not exceeding the 
value of the improvements. 

InL 193. — Do you know that blocks containing an acre 
connn'ise eight such lots as j'on have specified ? 

Ans, — Blocks containing eight lots 50 by 100 feet, with 
the streets on two sides added, contain one acre and nearly 
128 square rods; taking this estimate of the value of lots 
around the public square, considering those along the water 
and in other places having enhanced value by location, we 
did not consider the lots on a town-plot of one section would 
average higher than $50 per acre. 

Int 194. — By whom were you informed of the sales 
mentioned ? 

' Ans, — Walter P. Mayberry informed us that he purchased 
two lots, cornering with the public square at public auction 
the present year at $41 each ; he also told us that improved 
lots could be purchased on almost any part of the town-plot, 
from those wishing to sell, at prices not exceeding the value 
of the improvements. 

Int. 195, — Who is Walter P. Mayberry, where does he re- 
side, and what is his business ? 

Ans, — He is a citizen of Clarke county; resides about 
seven miles from Vancouver, in what is known as the Fourth 
Plain, on a farm. 

Int, 196. — Do you know whether he owns any town-lots 
in Vancouver, except the two purchased at auction ? 
' Ans, — Mr. Mayberry mentioned having purchased or be- 
ing about to purchase two lots of 50 by 100 feet, one having 
upon it a small house, the other a barn, built in the last two 
or three years, 100 feet long and 50 feet wide, the two lots 
being oftered to him or bought by him for $1,260; he says 
the barn cost the builder $2,000; 
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Ans, — It is about twenty feet high 5 the other dimouQioij^ 
were given in the answer. before. 

InL 198.— Did you hear of any. other actual sales, ex/C^t 
from Mr. Mayberry ; if so, from whoirri ? . 

Ans.-^l have heard of other actual (^ales^ bnt cannot give 
the names of my informants. . ' .:. 

Int. 199. — Can you designate the property sold, the. i)arne» 
of purchasers or the names of sellers, or the amounts paid.t 

Ans. — I cannot. i 

InU 200. — Do you not know tlxat titles to the land upon 
the town-site at Vancouver are very uncertain on acjcount of 
the conflict between different qlaimants thereto ? 

Ans. — I do not know of any uncertainty of titles; we were 
informed the land in the vicinity of Vancouver was disposed 
of by the Government as other public lands; about the imma* 
diate town-site I cannot say. 

Int. 201. — From whom did you get that information ? . 

Ans. — ^From the several land owners whose farms we 
visited. 

. Int. 202. — I have not asked you about land owners or 
farms, but in regard to ,the town-s4te, and now repeat, did 
you hear, while making inquiries in regard to that propex^ty, 
that there was any uncertainty as to the title on accotijit of 
a conflict between difterent claimants? 

Ans. — ^I did not. 

Int. 203. — How did you learn that uuKjh of the land in the 
vicinity of the town^site was vacant and subject to entry ?> 

Ans. — I was so told by Thomas If ovton, Wm. L. Lakin^ 
Charles B. Crossraan, and Walter P. Mayberry. 

Int. 204.— Did you inquire ae to that matter of the Reg- 
ister of the Land Office ? ;•' i' 

Ans. — ^I did not. ... 

Int. 205. — ^Did you not see, and. w:ere youiHiot at his office 
while there? , , - . >. j- 

; Ans, — ^Not that I know of. ; ,.•.:;' '• . y.\ 

Int. 206. — Would not information ;fm.i?i. him/ hwe h^^n 
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much more reliable atid satisfactoiy^han that derived from 
farmers living five or six miles from Vancouver? 

Arts, — N'o, it would not; because the farmers acquainted 
with 'the country know whether the surface of land is fit for 
cultivation, a fact which cannot he'learned at the land office. 
> Int. 207. — The inquiries hare been in regard to vacant 
land subject to entry, and not as to land unfit for cultivation; 
would not information as to vacant land be more reliable 
from thie register than from any other source? 

Ans, — In regard to vacant land it would not 

Mt 208. — ^Do yoti not know that much of the land below 
Vancouver, embraced in the ten sections mentioned by you, 
is of a special value as pasture land, and yields an annual 
profit for grazing purposes alone ? 

Arts. — In my opinion, not more than the ten sections named 
are of enhanced value for any purpose. 

Int. 209.— Where did you undei^stand the vacant lands re- 
ferred to by you were situated ? 

AnJs, — 'Within the claim of the Hudson's Bay Company, 

Int. 210. — In what part of that claim? 

Ans. — In the neighborhood of the persons whose names 
are given as having given informaltion on that subject. 

,lnU 211. — ^Did you seek information as to the value of lots 
and blocks on the town-site from persons owning them, or 
residents of the town ? 

^4^5. — We obtained information from persons without in-- 
qiiiring whether they were buyers or sellers. 

Ini. 212. — ^Did you ask for information from any person, 
residing on the town-site? 

Ans. — I cannot say. 

.Int. 213. — ^Did you ask for information from any other- 
person except Mayberry, who pretended to own any town, 
lots on the town-site ? 

Ans. — We obtained information from others, but I cannot 
give the names; my colleagues may. 

Int. 214. — Did you not receive information of actual sales 
of property lat much higher prices than any which you have 
specified ? 
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Ans.-^l did not. 

Int 215. — Do you know, that in your estimate of all tbi^ 
lands claimed by the Company, except the 11 sections whio]bf 
you put at $1.25 an acre, equal to ninety cents in coin, ^Q^ 
embrace the Mill Plain, First, Second, Third, and Fourth 
Plains, the grass lands on the Lower Columbia bottom, co©:^ 
taining a large number of farms, and at least fifty or sixt^ 
thousand acres of good farming land ? ^^ 

Arts. — I do, and from information given by. th6 farmers 
themselves; Thomas Norton, who lives four and a-huif miles 
back from Vancouver, on the road leading to Fourtli Plains^ 
has 320 acres of land, a good supply of aprhig water, not comt 
mon to the country', 111 acres swamp or bottom land, cora- 
parativel}- open ; the rest of his land timbered, but all lit for 
cultivation; has a new barn 54 by 60 feet, a log dwelling, 
a thrifty young orchard, and about 50 acres in cultivation; 
values his place at $2,000 ; did not want to sell, but would 
take that price. Wm. L. Laken sold a farm on Fourth 
Plain, in 1863, seven miles from Vancouver, consisting of 
104 acres, all improved, for $800 in property; ho has now ^ 
homestead fourteen ruiks from Vancouver, He describe^ 
the land as very rich, and said, there was " considerably 
vacant land in his neighborhood equally valuable.'* Charles 
B. Grossman has also, a homestead fourteen miles from Vadr 
couver. T. Ruork has also a homestead, and others. (All 
the foregoing answer after the words "I do'' objected to, be*- 
cause it is not responsive to the question, and is a voluntarily 
supplementary report erf the witness.) 

Int. 216. — Do you not know that on the same land specif 
fied in the last question there are valuable mill privileges? 

Ans. — There are mill privileges; as to their value, I cannot 
'Say. 

Int. 217. — Do you know the price of wool at Vancouver?. 
• Ans.-^JSo. 

Int. 218. — ^Do you know its price at Oregon City? j 

Ans.^ — No. ■ . . • ;,' 

ML 219.'-J3r-riiig the las^t three years,' what ha^ been, the 
price of live stock o^ Xlmpqua; cattle, i^h-eep^ and hq^g^,?. 
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Ans. — I do not think within the time named the prices of 
those animals have much fluctuated. Hogs two years old I 
hare purchased at $5 each ; mutton sheep, from $2.50 to $S ; 
bullock about four cents a pound i^et on foot. 

Int 220. — ^Since the Hudson's Bay Company made its claim 
against the Goremment, in regard to which you have been 
testifying, have you not written, published, and expressed, 
your earnest opposition thereto ? 

Ans, — I have. 

InL 221. — ^Have you not felt from that time to the present 
a strong and earnest bias against the claim, and have done 
all in your power to weaken and defeat it? 

Ans. — ^I have. 

Direct Exammation Resumed. 

Int. 1.' — ^When you mentioned the fact of the sale of Walla- 
Walla to Mr. Johnson, did he not tell you that he never be- 
fore heard of that transaction, but would iind the persons in 
possession of the facts, and establish it by legal proof, if pos- 
sible. (Objected to as leading, and as cross-examination of 
the party's witness.) 

Ans. — I do not recollect the conversation had with Mr. 
Johnson; that the sale of Walla- Walla would be established 
by direct evidence, may have been impressed upon my mind 
by some other person. 

Int. 2. — How was Mayberry's barn, to which you have 
alluded in your cross-interrogatory 116, finished ? (Objected 
teas immaterial.) 

Ans. — The barn pointed out to me as being the one pur- 
chased by Mr. Mayberry, was weather-boarded, painted, and 
had shingled roof. 

Int. 8.-*- Would the bias you feel against the Company's 
claim in any way affect your judgment of the value of any 
particular piec^e of property estimated by you, whether it be- 
longed to the Company or not ? 
■' Aiis.-^ld^o not think it would; I do not think it has. 

ifef. 4.---Doea yottr opposition to the payment of the Com- 
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panj^s claim go to the entire extent, or only so mtieli as you 
believe to be unjust, under the treaties upon which it isbasefl? 
(Objected to as leading, incompetent, immaterial^ and irrete- 
vant.) ' ' 

Ans. — So much only as I deem to be unjust, • 

Cross-examination Resumed. 

Int. 1. — Do you suppose that your judgment is more free 
from the influence of strong and earnest bias, than is that of 
other men of intelligence? 

Ans. — I do not feel myself more competent tb decide tipem 
the question of my own prejudice, than a lunatic upon his 
own sanity. 

Jesse Applegatb. 

Oregon City, Oregon^ August 28, 1866. 



Extract from the rolls of the Assessor of Stevens Cmrdy^ TTd^A- 
ingion Territory ^ for the year 1856, {Hudson's Bay Company 
represented by Angus McDonald.) 

Lands cultivated, rent on sanie ... $100 00 

Buildings and rails 6,100 00 

One mill, (out of repair) ... - . - 1,500 00 
Henry Lafleur, (joins the White Mud farm, Isaac's 

place is included) - - - - - - 1,000 00 

George B, Warnicut, seven miles from Old Col- 
vile . - - - . - - - 1,000 00 
T. J. Demers, on the White Mud form ' - ' - 1,600 00 
Francois Marzon, 12 mil63 from Old Fort - 500 00 
Alx'r " 13 ** ** " ** - 400 00 
Antonine Oharette, 14 *' " '^ ** - 600 00 
Jo. Martin, 7 « ' >' J^^- :' )^* -. 800 uOO 
Mershon^ 6 *' u u « . iqO 00 



Ui 



Gaspardy 


,8 miles .fyom Old Fort - 


$80 00 


John Probelle, 


Imile. . " " " " - 


100 00 


J^mes Lee, 


. ;1| miles, above Old Fort - 


25 00 


Peter Gevoir, 


^ "from " " on 




Fort Plain - 


' t - r ,.;,".... "'^ ." ** 


20Q 06 


Alx'r Jandron, 


5 miles from Old Fort - 


600' 00 


George Finis, \ 


A., « " " « 


600 00 


Peon, 


g (( u a li 


350 00 


John Huston, 


on Mjud Farui - - - 


250 00 



I certify the above is correctly extracted from the assess- 
ment rolls nix»de by me for t]:ie County and the year above 
written. /( . : , 

Lyman C. Richardson, Assessor. 



State of Orb^ion, 1 
Clackamas County, j * 

I, J. M. Bacon, county clerk»of said county, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing deposition, hereunto annexed, of Jesse 
Applegate, witness produced by awd in behalf of the United 
States, in relation to ihe matter of the claim of the Hudson's 
Bay Company, before the,'British and American Joint Com- 
mission for the adjustment of the same, was taken before 
me, at my office in Oregon Qity, in said county, and reduced 
to writing by myself, on the 27th and 28th days of August, 
'1866, according to the date appended to said deposition, 
when it was signed. 0!^ furtlaer pertify that such deposition 
was taken.before pie in pursuance of a verbal agreement made 
in my presence betweenW. C Johnson, Esq., attorney for 
the United States, and Amory Holbrook, Esq., attorney for 
the Hudson's Bay Caipapaiy^ - 

; I further certify tb^t , to said witness, before his examina- 
tion, I administered the following oath : 

** You swear that^the evidence yoi^ may give in the matter 
of the claim of the Hudson's B»y Company against the Uni- 
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ted States shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God." 

That after the same was reduced to writing, the deposition 
of said witness was carefully read to him ai;id then. signed 
by him. 

In witness whereof, I have hereto set my hand and affixed 

P -. the seal of said county, this twenty-ninth day of 

*-^' ^'J Augu^, A. D. 1866. 

J. M. Bacon, County Clerk. 



BRITISH AND AMERICAN JOINT COMMISSION 

• • ■ ■ .' UPON tHE CLAIMS OF THE 

HUDSON'S BAY AND PUGET'S 80UND AGEICUL- 
;\. TTIRAL COMPANIES. 



In the matter of the Claim of the Hudson^s Bay Company vs. the 

United States, 

Deposition of witnesses produced in behalf of the United 
States, taken before me, R. Wilcox, clerk of the district 
court of the United States for the District of Oregon, in 
pursuance of a verbal agreement made in my presence 
by W. C. Johnson, Esq., attorney for the United States, 
and Amory Holbrook, Esq., attorney for the Hudson's 
Bay Company. 

Testimony of J. S. Rinearson. 

J. S. Rinearson being first duly sworn, deposes and testifies 
ac follows: 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation. 

Alls. — My age, forty-four; residence, near Oregon City, 
Clackamas county ; occupation, farmer and surveyor, but for 
the last three or four yeais I have been in the service of the 
United States, as a soldier, and acting as Major of the Ist 
Oregon cavalry. 

Int. 2. — How long have you resided in Oregon? 

Ans. — Most of the time since 1845. 

Int. 3. — Are you now in the service as a soldier ? 

Ans. — I am not. 
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Int 4. — Have y6VL ever been at ihe Hudson's Bay Com^ 
pany's post called the Okanagan? If, so state when and 
how long you reniaihod eafeh titiie. 

Arts, — I was at Okariagan, I think, in September, 1858, i 
remained in that vicinity two c-ays. 

Int. 5. — ^Describe thd csouditioh of the post at that titrie', 
and state whether it^was occupied' by the Hudson's Bay Obrii- 
pany. (Objected to as immaterial, the Company hiiving been 
compelled on account of Indian difficulties and *the internip- 
tion of their business at the 'Various posts by the interferfence 
of officers of the ITnitbd States Government to abandon their 
business at Fort Okanagan prior to 1858.) 

Ans. — I saw no' white men there at all, excepting our own 
Compan3^ Some of the buildings were in bad condition, 
but I think not all. 

Int. 6. — What kind of people did yow find occupying the 
fort and its neighborhood^ and for what purpose? (Objected 
to as immaterial.) 

Arts. — There were a number of Indians there who assistied 
us in crossing our wagOtts and stock; we found one man at 
the post, I supposed to be a half-breed, Who spoke some 
English. 

Int. 7. — ^Describe the soil in the ticinity of Okanagan, ahd 
give an estimate of its value per a6re. 

Ans. — I know but little df the eountry, excepting right at 
the post, which I should regard as not valuable for agricul- 
tural purposes. 

Int. 8. — Have you lately visited and examined the lands 
and improvements claimed by the Hudson's Day Company 
at any of the posts named in their memorial in this case ? 
If so, state which of them, when you went, in connection 
with whom, for what purpose, and under whose direetion. 
(Objected to as leading, incompetent, and immaterial.) ' • 

Ans. — I have visited the old site of Fort Walla-Walla, 
Colvile, and Fort Vaneouver, in eo^npany with Jesee Apple- 
gate and J. C. Carson, and under instructions of Wm. C. 
Johnson, attorney for the United State»'in this ease, within 
the last six weeks, for the purpose of examining the posts 
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aod ' ^spo.rtaining the. fimpunt of ioaprp^^men ta, bnilding, 
fe^ciiig, &c., at the difereut etatioua. r ; 

Int. 9. — Look at the statement na^itkf^d:** H" embodied in 
the. tieposition of Jefi^e AppJegat-e t^keu^'pn this case, before 
J. M. Bacon, county clerk-of . CJlic^l^ftma^ county, Oregon, 
UQ^.ghown you;, state wh^/t it js^.wd what. yon desire done 
witji' it iu refereuc^:to youi* ^vid^ue©* /(Objected to as lead- 
ing, incompetent, and immaterial) : . 

Ans. — It is an eatiix^ate or valuittion of the buildings and 
other improvementa such as fencing, al»o the valuation of 
la,nd3 at the. different statioDs, whi<jh I ofl^r as part of my 
evidence in this case. .,.■■• 

. Jnt 10, — Do you now so adopt that statement and make 
it p?irt of your evidence in this caiso? . (The question is ob- 
jected to as leading and incompetent, and the introduction 
of. the statement referred to is objc^cted to and protested 
against, for the reasons given by t!ie> c^oun&el for the Hud- 
son's Bay Company in making objection to interrogatory 
Ijfo, 20 of the said deposition of tApplegate, to which refer- 
ence may be had for fuller $tatementf of objection to the 
above interrogatory.) 
Ans, — I do. 

^InL 11. — Were you ever at Vancouver before the time of 
making your special visit referred to iu your I'eport? If so, 
state how long you were at the post, in what capacity, and 
what were your opportunities for b<iooming fiimiliar with 
the lands claimed by the Compan3\ 

, AnB» — ^I have been at Viiueouvei* .qiiite often since I have 
been a citizen of Oregon, and especially have I visited Van- 
couver whilst in the service of the United States as a soldier; 
irjy opportunities were nothing, beyond spending a week or 
tw.o. at different times, at the. garrison, nnd often passing over 
a small portion of the Jan-d ijlaimed by them. 

Jti^. 12. — In what directions, from the, garrisons, and for 
about what distai>ee3.did y^^ur travels extend at sucb times? 
4.n«--^I do not think that I was over .» mile, that I recollect 
qf, from the garrispa^K ... . - . 
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Int. 13. — To what extent had you visited these lands when 
you were at Vancouver before entering the service ? 

Ans, — I have more than once been at the Company's 
mills, six or seven miles above Vancouver; went from Van- 
couver up by land to the mills; I have been below Vancou- 
ver as far down as the mouth of the Willamette, 

Cross-examinaiion bj A. Ilolbrook, Esq. 

Int. 1. — What, in your judgment, is the value of land per 
acre which will produce two tons of hay to the acre when 
hay is worth $15 per ton ? 

Ans. — That would depend on the location of the land. 

Int. 2. — How would it depend on the location, the price 
being tixed at $15 ? 

Ans. — If I owned land that would yield me two tons per 
acre annually, and that hay would bring me $15 per ton in 
the field, I would not care to sell it for less than $50 per 
acre. 

Int. 3. — Do you mean that land which will yield an annual 
income of $30 an acre, subject only to the expense of cutting 
and making hay thereon, is worth only $50 an acre? 

Ans. — I should think it would bring more money than 
that. 

Int. 4. — How much do you think it would bring ? 

Ans. — I certainly can't tell what lands of that description 
would bring ; they would bring much more than hay lands 
generally sell for in this country. 

Int. 5. — Do you not know that within the ten sections of 
land mentioned in your statement near Vancouver, and esti- 
mated by you as of the value of four or live dollars per acre, 
there is a considerable portion of land which produces two 
tons of hay to the acre ? 

Ans. — There is a very small proportion of the lands spoken 
of, [w^liich] by good culture, I think, would produce at least 
two tons per acre in favorable seasons. 

Int. 6. — Did you make any inquiries upon the subject of 
the occupants of that land? 
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'Arts, — ^I did. 

Int. 7. — Did you not learn from, them that a considerable 
portion of the hay-producing land annually yielded two tons 
per acre ? 

Ans, — I did not so understand it from the information by 
inquiry. 

Int. 8. — Xame the owners of the land who gave you infor- 
mation, and state what each said. 

Ans. — Whilst I have no notes of my trip, I stopped at a 
farm; the owner of the land does not reside on it; it was 
occupied by a renter, who was at that time hauling oats, 
with whom I had conversation with regard to the products. 
He informed me that that field just over the fence there had 
been recently fenced by himself; that it produced a much 
better crop than the other field that he was then hauling 
from. After inquiring fz'om him with regard to the value of 
lands, I passed on down, visiting two or three other farms 
below. Their crops were not so good as the first farm that 
I visited, inasmuch as the high w^aters had prevented them 
from having the use of their most fei'tile lands. I then re- 
turned, passing in a different direction, across the low lands 
or the prairie, and down the river to Mr. Dupuis, there I 
got ofl:* my horse and walked across his enclosures to the 
lake, passing over his meadow. This land next to the river, 
I suppose, w^ould produce two tons to the acre of hay in a 
favorable season, but did not see Mr. Dupuis, and, therefore, 
had no information from him in reference to his crops. He 
is the only owner of land in that vicinity whose name I 
recollect. 

Int. 9. — Have you stated all the information which you 
obtained in regard to the value of the land upon that part 
of the ten sections which is below Vancouver ? 

Ans. — I recollect of nothing else particularly. I conversed 
with various persons on my way down the slough, but did 
not see the man that I had been informed wished to sell his 
ranche, but went into the house and talked sometime with 
the lady; I found there, perhaps the wife of the man that 
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was cultivating the place, who informed me that they' hkl 
been unable to put in any crop in eoneeqiience of high water. 

Int. 10. — How loug were you absent from Vanco-uve? in 
making this examination ? - . ' 

Arts, — I think about five hoursiatttat tiine. 

InL 11.-— If two persons, one owning that land on the ten 
sections below Vancouver and the other desiring to pur- 
chase it, had referred the price to bo piaid to' yau, would yon 
have been willing, in justice to both parties, to have fixed 
that price, basing your judgment upon the exanrination you 
made and the information you received ? ■ ; 

Ans. — My knowledge and information is not con$ned ex- 
clusively to information obtained at the time of my last visit 
to Vancouver, but that together with my: knowledge of that 
country for some years past, would enable me to give an 
opinion with some more accuracy than though I had' not 
been there before; with this information I think I would be' 
able to judge somewhat as to the value of theiten sections, 
taking them together. 

InL 12. — Have you not said that yon never were on that 
land below Vancouver before ? 
" Ans. — No, sir. 

InL 13. — When were you there, [sic) and what parts of the 
ten sections below Vancouver did yoti visit prior to the so- 
called examination? 

Ans, — I think that I have been a number of times on por- 
tions of the bottom below, near Vancouver and opposite the 
mouth of the Willamette, and a short distance below. In 
the spring of 1861 passed down th^ river on the north bank 
below Vancouver some miles, but do not know how many. 

laL 14. — Will you undertake to say that the information 
derived from passing down the river five A'ears ago furnished 
you with information which, taken in connection with the 
other mentioned by you, would justify you in fixing upon 
the value of the property, if that vdue were to be exclu«ive 
upon parties interested in its sale or purcliase? 

Ans.-^l should think that. the valuation. ph^edlmpcHi; the 
land by myself and others would be the outside i figures, 
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taking into a^eonnt/ that the most valuable portion, of the 
lands for agricjalture are very dfrequentlyLinundated or covered 
with water. 

Int. 15. — ^What do you mean by " very frequently ? " 

Ans. — More or lesd, annually- 
> Jnt, 16.-*-J>id you make any examination or obtain any 
ii^formatipn ais to the value of that part of the ten sections 
above Vancpuver by making inquiries of the owners thereof? 

-4w5,— Only one or two of tiie owners; but of the owners 
of the land immediately adjoining Vancouver town-site, and 
perhaps the most valuable^ I made no inquiries. 

Int. 17,-^Wbo were those owners that you did make in- 
quiries of, and what did tibiey tell you ? 

.4w«.-*-Ii0ve, and, one other settler there, whose name I 
have forgotten. : 

/w^. 18.-f— Are you positivei that Love, or the settler with 
the forgotten name, own land within the ten sections ? 

Ans.-^l am not positive thiat they do. 

Int. 19. — ^What, in your judgment, is the value of Byan's 
land, per acre, just above Yaneouve? ? 

A^. — ^I should think that the land above Vancouver, that 
does not overflow, would be worth thirty or forty dollars per 
acre. 

Int. 2Q.-— Do you* not know that upon that land are large 
fields, where grain and hay are produced? 

jln*.— I know that there is grain and hay produced in that 
valley, but I do not know that there is hay produced on that 
farm ; but there is grain. ; 

Jnt. 21.*— Whaty in your judgmetit, is the value per acre 
of the claim of Ny 6 adjoining Ryan's? 

Ana. — I should think, that there would nolrbe a great 
difference in the value, excepting the distance being a little 
greater to the garrkion, where they usually sell their grain 
and hay. 

Int 22,-:J)o you no* know that portions of the land on 

the ten sections -below Vancouver^ on the first, second, and 

third septions, npaiest the town, have been sold, at different 

.-^.,■21-/-..- .■ -^ ^- ::- -•..' ^ :• . • ; . 



times^ for from, fofty to oAfi hpadred dollars j>0r acre, ?^u- 
sive oif improvements ? ' . . , .3;> 

4nf— Jdonot . . ;. , , , . .. i: j\ 

7n^ 23. — Bid you make inquiries tp; ascej^aiu whetjjw 
suqIi sales had b^ei;^ made ? ,,..,.; . u 

Ans.— I rnqniTed pf tliq fir^t jiuan wjLth ^hora I qpuvej^^, 
hauling in grain, if there were any larms in. th(a immedi^e 
vicinity for sale; he tpld me that r^her^ was cue b.e^pw^, .;The 
ranch a<^oinipg.the.place whix^h heiwasM ii^ork o^xhe told 
me, had beeu sold by the ownc^r tl^at- occupied by permis^io^ 
of the Hudson's Bay Co^;^pany ,and, fiually, became .t^ 
owuer, and thei) sold it to a Jew in Vancoiuver J£pr an amoujjtt 
that I do not now iiecolleict^ I remai;kcd^tp him that frpw 
the appearance of the improvements that he cpuld Qot t^^y^e 
got much money outside of his. expenses in |3fia.kii|g .the^jm- 
provements ; he said he thaught the iix^proyemeata had 9P8t 
more than he had received for the farm. (The foregoing 
apswer objected to^ bccausej it is not responsive to the 
question,) , ... 

Int 24. — ^Did you not learn of purchases of that land, oy 
portions thereof, made by Proulx, P^train,.and Ingalls ? .^ 

Ahs. — I am sure that I did pot hear the\name Ingf^lls 
mentioned, and have no recollection of the other nam ep. .. 

Int. 25. — ^Was not a part of your object to obtain infor- 
mation of sales at the lowest rates that have been made, if 
possible. : , : ; 

*Ans. — ^I understood that it was .expected qf m to ascertain 
from observation and otherwise the value of lands claiped 
by the Hudson's Bay Company. . , > ,.^ 

Int. 26,— How,, then, did it happen .that in acquiring 
information you gained npne of^ s^l^s. n^a^Pl W that land at 
rates of from forty to one hundyed dollars- an ac^e,. while y5)u 
readily found infornaation of sal^Q at ^cry Jpwi rates ? , ; . j 

An». — Most of the. perspns Tvi^h whom: ^ conversedj^re 
strangers to me, and I knew npt what informa|iipTH I n?ight 
receive, until they haS given me such inf^jrpifiil^an, the f^ 
stance of which I ha]ee . jendeaypred to, pprnDOLupifjate, r ;^ ,\ 



Bii. '2Ti^^Kd"ybll ieam of Hiny feales ftiitSe oh an^^^ 
the ten sections ? 

Ans. — ^I did not hear of any that I recollect of, e:^eept what 
l/haVe'alfe^a^'sjfek^W."- '^ 1 ^ ^ ■ 

Int. 28. — ^Was the sale of lana 'fo th6; Jew, the one you 
Afea-nV^ttd iaft'fou saj^'tfi^t'thSt* tend %&s upon any part of 

^ei^^mmndf^'^''' ^ ■''/:/' '[ \' ^\;' '' \ " ' ;;', 

- /n^;'29«.^tf ^u* Mit'h^ti: iite^My: informed ihixt portions 
ibf thjttt latidVanibttniing^iwtB^ k^rb^ to several hundred 
^re», had-l^eek eolfl foFfrotii ftjfrty'to oiie hundred dollars, 
'^et acr€^%Siild that iiiforfl^^ have! influenced your judg- 
ment, arid would jybtt sttir ^ave^ land Was 
^orth h^itfrbm &u^^ fiVe dBllars per acre? 

Afhs.-i^I ^ifak that it is JJossiWe that a few acres, with the 
ffiiproivemetits, nirghtbWtig t^ of money, but I do 

fiot thinft that that Would chaug^ my opinion of the whole 
of the teh sections tdkferL' together!, i did not inquire asfe) 
a few acres, but with reference to several hundred acres sold 
ffct that piice whhotitim'proVemetits. ' 

Int. 30*~if5^6ulfdd*fotiwathat to be the ease, would your 
judgment have b'een chaiigfed as to the average value of the 
ten sG^d^ions? (Question Objected td, because the terms 
^* several hundred** are tidt Sufficiently definite to enable the 
witiiefsff to form any ac&tirate judgmcht The counsel for 
the Company protests against frivolous and impertinent ob- 
j^eti^ns, riiadii for' the purpose of Bugg;esting answers to the 
Witness while und^crbs^-ex^^ 

Ans. — ^If any very large aihbunt of l^nd, in the low lands 
ialltided to,' were wofth- ahd bould be sold for from forty to 
one hundred dollkl^ per i(h»^,"it is a higher estimate than I 
Would pMc^oipotr^anyi^eSde^^ ^udntity of land or num- 
ber of acfefe of the 6ver^b#fe(i'laiidS in the bottom. 
. '■'"■ Int. 31.^T dSd n8t kfifVybSutybut^ esfimlate, biit whether 
the fact of feubh sales, if knoM to ;^6u, would have changed 
tBrer^\ilt.toHi^Heh'yoii a^^ ^' 

Ans. — I^I ha^ Save IcTioWh, 6t^ supposed that the 
lands alluded to heretofore were worth from forty to om 
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hundred dollars per acre, in all probability it would have 
changed the estimate of the whole, because at the pl*eseiit 
estimate I did not regard it as of that value. . 

IrU. 82.— What did you regard as the value of the fir^ 
section below Vancouver per acre ? 

Ana. — Not to exceed $25 an acre for one hundred acres.'. 

Int. 88. — What did you regard as the value of the second 
section? 

Ana. — There is a strip of land along next to the river frorti 
100 to 150 yards wide, more or less, somewhere in that 
vicinity and, perhaps, extending that width clear across the 
flection, as equal in value to the above, and, perhaps, of morie 
value for agricultural purposes ; the balance of the section is 
regarded as without value, so far as agricultural purposes 
are eoneemed, as from the appearance of the land it is cov- 
ered with water annually for some weeks, excepting that 
portion, if any, which extends across the flat, roaqhihg in to 
the high lands beyond. 

IkL 84. — ^Howmany acres of that second section are worth 
$25 or upwards.? 

Ana. — ^I should not think to exceed sixty to eighty acres. 

Ikt, 85* — If portions of land, amounting in the aggregate 
to one section, have been sold at an: average of $70 per acre, 
would not that be a far greater sum thaij your highest esti- 
mate of the whole ten sections ? 

Ana. — ^Yes, it would, but not exceeding $12,800. 

Int 36. — ^Does not your present estirnate of the first sec- 
tion below Vancouver, with eighty acres added of the second 
section, at $25 an acre, amount to more than half of your 
highest estimate of value of the whole ten Sections ? (After 
this question was propounded the witness desired^to change 
his answer to interrogatory No, 82, which as first given and 
written by the officer, was as follows: " iSTot to exceed $2^ per 
acre.'* (The counsel for the Hudson's Bay Company objects 
to any change being made in the answer, the bearing of the 
testimony being suggested to the witness by the last interrog- 
atory. The witness insists that the estimate a.bove referred 
to only. applied to part of the land, Was a mistake of the bffi- 
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per in penning it dawn, and did not give his ideas in full as 
ia^ expres^fid them at the time. The counsel for the Com- 
pany objects to. the attorney of the United States putting 
upon the record the last sentence, and states that the forego- 
ing paragraph was taken down from the lips of Mr. Johnson, 
the witness haying made no remark or suggestion since the 
above objection made by counsel for Company. The witnesfi 
having changed his answer t6 32d interrogatory, by adding 
^tjie words "for 100 acres/' the counsel for the Company for 
jthe present .waives interrogatory K6. 86.) 

Int 37,.— What is the value of the land on the first section 
.below Fort Vancouver; I mean the One below the central 
sectiQii, designated in your report as being worth |60 an 
»,crei 

Ans.-^On^ hundred acres I suppose to be worth $26 an 
acre, t estimated the balance of the section in connection 
with the other lands of the same valuation as that of the 
balance of the ten sections. 

Int 38.— ^Will you state its value without reference to 
other lands? 

Arts. — 1 cannot very well do it. 
, Int. 39.-^Why cannot you as well state the value of 540 
acres as of 100, which you fix at $25, all being in the same 
section ? 

JLtw.— The front portion of the claim I have passed over 
a number of times, and by such observations as I was enaT)led 
to make in passing over it^ I felt justifiable in saying that 
I supposed it to be worth $25 an acre. The balance of the 
land I had estimated in connection with other lands within 
, the ten sections, much of which I regarded as of much less 
value, but have given what I conceive to be near the value 
of the whole. ^ 

InL 40. — If you can estimate that land in connection with 
,, the rest of the ten tsiections, why can yon not estimate it by 
^itself? . ' 

Am. — 1 think I would have mu^h less difficulty in coming 

ito a conclusion as tp the value of the lands generally in the 

vicinity of Vancouver, than to point out and estimate the 
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value (of certain portions ^hicH I did riot tJkaiiiTne%it& a 
view to a separate valuation of a certain piece'. '^ *'^*^^ '^ ' ^ 

Tni. 41.— Why 18 the IdO acrefe ipdkeii ofj (^gt4sker<^t lesa 
t^alue than th^ balance of the sectlbnt ^''' ^•^' •^•"'-^' 

Ans. — ^It is more convenient to the toivii of TSr^ieo 
is more convenient t6 the Tifer/atift A-pot^ii ofit fe ^^h 
better than' that iii the'intettor fotgsiraeriisand^f^ 

Int 42.— Will you undertake to say that there s^i^itfbVW^ 
acres of equal value ? ^ ' ' ^ ' v- :v*'i>"-» - - h^L. 
' ^n^.— Idonotthirifcthei'els^^'atatfevfeyt^^^ 
to* purchase, I should riiake ii diflfenihce.-- • ' ^ -- ■ \' •) 

Int. 43.— What difference W<itiM ydti ma*i^'bfettvfeeB tk« 
second and the fii^stlOW acres? "' ' • ' "''■ ■'.." ' 
^ Ans. — ^There is land upon" thit i(e6tl<:3fti,'aM <iii thd "baek 
portion of it particularly; that 'T should rfegsird as valueless 
for agricultural purposes ; and the poVtioh lying 'still -neia^^ 
ihe first 100 acres is dso yellow sknd And! graS^el^ and^not 
valuable for agricultural puVpbsesj and: I hftvel blit Ktlle idfea 
of the value that may pertilA to ft butiiide'of'agfletilttirtil 
purposes. ' . . ^ * . ' r '^ . v ; 

Int. 44. — ^Do yotl mfein to iiay^'that on 'that section there 
are 100 acres of yellow sand and gr^rel'lyiti^ kipi^ent^to the 
100 acres which yon iestiiifate kt' 125? - '• 

Ans.—lS^ven the first lOO'acr^ rHii bade, I shotild 8Up|>6s^, 
to the yellow sand and gravel j and kllof ^he land upbttthis 
section back is very miueh of 'fhe saineappeai'an<ie,^as far-Hs I 
noticed. . , . ^ ' * » ' : 

Int. 45.— Do you nbt know tl^a*J>ortibbd &f1:hese ten sec- 
tions below Vancouver are re6t6d fbr pkfftui'ag^,"yifeld&ig a 
large annual income ? ''^ " ■ ' ' ■ " = ' ^ ^^ 

Ans.—L am very sure that stll of the lands that I traveted 
over outdde of the cultivated lands, inost df Vhich h^^ beto 
fenced, as I was informed, biit at; the ^rtfs^nt tiiiie there is 
but a small portion of the fences remaining, having be^ 
washed away during 'the high "Waters; 'th6 stock running 
over the prairies ;* but teiy Kttt'e'^risiss *rit the 'pl^eseM 
on any of the lands thati pafeed over^ but in^l^efe'of grtea 
the ground was pretty generally covered with weeds* 



on the town-siteL : ; ^ , ... . , . .., :. 

H .^iw^^-rrt-jpadp no, ipqaiiry uoiyself, tlxeire w^s ,some in^juiry 
made by Mr. ApplegatQ.iixjtriy pre^wce^ but I ^o JiQt nov^ 
reo<>Uect tlie^p^i:p9^1^,pf, .t^iQ. <59pyerBatipn 
a.df^it 47.-^IJpo^K5?f,J}a1;l^ri8iYa^.v9U^ of l&O 

per £war^ ^;4;h§,yaliji?^qf the.land or^j/th^ re^ry^tioa and 
<ta>^r)T6it^2,^ .^,,;..^ ^,,.. .,..^., ....;,:... .^^ . . . /. 

Am. — ^During my stop in Vancouver, Jc^y^elf and Mr. 
4^VP}^S^H jaijMi v jt^, . Q^«pu , ^Pjtercjiang^ opinions with 
regard to the value, f;cpp).a.i!^fofm^tipi^ derived from citizens 
^g^d}^ tpwnr o^, i?l4wti7 ^^^Fom, . our oiy n .qbseryation, and 
in that way arrived at the conolu^jon t^t the lands, including 
;titie. 640^ acjes^ o^-P^fj sieictiof), waspf obably \yorth $60 an acre, 
,-, Jnl.. 48.7r-Jfaro.e, t^^ citiz^n^ pf t^atpv^n. from whojn jou 
idekrivedyourinfor^tipu.. / ,^ ^ 

; . ^ns.r— Th^iperapn that I,^l]/a4p tor—that inquiry was madp 
,^^f by Mr. ^^pplcgft^rrwas the.sftme person that was on ex- 
laa^inatiou at Y"ancpf!.yQ]f ; ,1 spjitpp^ed ,he liyed in town; I 
didn't know anything about it. 
. Jnt. 49.'^Wa» npt;^ that mw'f najipae Dputhit ? 

Int. 50. — ^Did you pptrapijftlly make inquiry pf any resi- 
4e^nt of Yancpuyer, while you ^ere: there, as tp the value of 

^^PP^rty OQ that section; , ,; r 

,A/w.— I thinJ^ ft^t^ 9^cepting from Mr. Applegate, who 
was requested to gather such information in various ways, so 
as we cpul4 <5Q.m,e tp ^ jcpncluaipn asto the value per a^cre of 

fthe lan4 upon w^iql^, Y^^^^^Y^f ^ Si^P^^4? (The foregoing 
answer, from and after the word " excepting," is objected to 

; as not resppnsiyg^.jsp^j'^e wifuf^s^ is requested hereafter, to 

^npLftke his; ^ij^wQr^* re^ppupiye ;tp the question, without vol- 

> ui|t;ary additiops. io, reg^^f 4 to , ipatt^;;?, a,bout which inquiries 

< we; not ma4e.):x.,.i ■..,,:.•:■ ./^..f'i -.;; :, ,i.' 

,t Jw^.^S of $60 (fifty) fixed upon by 

ypu a^ the. v^ljqe iget; acj^e of that, laud i rather as the result 

> Pif ; aq agr^e^a^n^ l^jBtweeii ypu, Applegate and Carson, than 
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because of any information derived by yoti persorially from 
any source whatever ? _.. , . 

-An^.— The conclusion upon ftrf part wasfpom ibfornffation^ 
and a belief as to the value of the land per acre derived from 
such information. ' ' 

Int. 52. — ^Did you derive that information pefsoniftfly ftom 
any one except Messrs. Applegate and Carsdn? *' If so, from 
whom? , 

Ans.—V^on one occasion onlj^ that I recoHect of; Mr. 
Applegate made inquiry, and I think ittvft6 of Mr. Doutbit; 
was made in my presence. The precise conversation I do 
not recollect, but it was in reference to the saleof property 
in Vancouver'. I also had a long conversation ^virith Mr. 
Love. " ^' 

Int. 53. — ^Have you had any conversation lapon which you 
based your estimate of valuft except from Applegate, L6ve, 
andDouthit? :e 

Ans. — I recollect of no othei*. 

Int. 54. — ^Do you own any lots in Vancouver? 

Ans. — I do not. « ! 

Int. 55.— How do you know^hat tb6 6ld fort at Walla- 
Walla was sold by the representative of the Hudson's Bay 
Company in 1860, as stated by you in your report ? 

Ans. — Simply as was stated tb^re, from information; we 
were so informed. ' 

Int. 56. — ^Is it stated in your report that you were so im- 
formed? • . » , 

Ans. — I so understood it. 

Int. 57. — ^By whom were you 66 informed ? 

Ans. — Judge Humason, at the Dalleis. * 

Int. 58. — Can you give the name 6f the seller? 

Ans. — I think that Mr. Humason said that it was a Mi»- 
Higgins, but I am not positiv^'; it tnay harve beeii him that 
was the purchaser, if so, I do not knoW who th6 seller was. 

Int. 59.— Was Higgins one of the original proprietors^ ^f 
the town-site at Wallula? ^ >^ ^ « : .^ ■: - 

Ans. — ^I think not, but I do not know posittvei /' ^ 

Int. 60.— Do you not know that Vdnsycte and •Hatem ^eve 
the original proprietors? ' ' . ' - • \ 



-4n«^-*- 1 think so ; that w^^ piy impression. 

Iiit 61. — ^Did not Vansycle tell you that Corporal Hig- 
gins, a dischajcg^d 07; runaway soldier, jumped the place and 
aoid , its pQssei^ion? to Wi}! ? . , 

Ans. — 'Soy sir. 
i ' ' i5tf- B2».T^i)o you know anything of this alleged sale except 
firom mer!0. rej^ipt, ,; ; ,, , 

Ans. — I do not. ' - . 

Int?6Sj-f^Whj d}djo^ «aeiitijQXi, th^t in your rpport if you 
had no ^yid0nie,e iii r^gar4 to jit except rumor ? 

-4w«.-**Judgei HumiftSQr^ stated tha^ it was true, as he had 
^o doubt, and. yef^rr^d u^ to a party that, we learned after- 
w-ai'dfl was at. Owyhee, thatjkp^w jnore about it, perhaps, than 
he did, and I supposed that what he was telling me was true, 
and we. reported it. 

. Int., 64.-rWbo yr,9S the ,pai;ty at Owyhee to whom Huma- 
son referred you ? 
-^ Ans. — ^I cannot say whether- it w;as the party who purchased 
it- for the $900, .orvwhe^her it was the party that sold it, but 
I understood him that it was one or the other, but I do not 
Bbwi'eeollect;: Humpasonigay^ the np,me, but 1 cannot re- 
peat it. , t • i i , , '.•.....,, 

Int. 65> — 'As a fair, a^n^ (^m^idmsiny in search of truth as 
one of ft boarcj, of experts,. do you think that the statement 
made by you in regard to that transaction, based upon mere 
rumors,; wag just and proper 2 , . 

Ans. — If true, I should think it was. 

Int. 66.— Was it true ? . 

Ans. — I do not k»ow ; I doiu't know any more about it than 
I have already stated. j ; ; * 

Int. 67.— ^If you, dO|.i?iot know that it was true, was the 
rtatemeat just $tn4, proper ? ;\ . - 

,. Ana.'-^i sboujd, have .said nothing, in reference to this mat- 
ter had I BOt.suppoaed at ,t;he ti^le that the sale had been 
.made. ; , ;..■...■.!•• 

Int. 68. — 1( you do not know that it was true, was the 
statement j'U^t and p;-pper? , 

^w-'^'hii^ve nev^rh^ai'd it contradicted that I know of. 

Int. 69. — Was your object in making the report to repeat 



rumors against the Ocwi)aQjr,,<^ whjph jraubftd/ixo i$i^i(Je6ce 
except hearsay ? r/. .: . .. t ;,..: :\£- 

Ans. — My object certainly was not tO'Stete^JiyJlh&igQjtaept 
to inipart truthfd iufiwmtukiofi^ ' .;•.': v. i. v :y\ 

Int. 70* — Do. yovtterm^iii trjtUhful iiafof niMicfift l^hea^ ^^ 
have only hearsay as the basis of a rumwr ? » /•' . ^ ! ^hd^- 

Ans. — As I stated a.t' the {^ijt^et the i»&>nmii<M gtvon\by 
Judge Hamason I.suppoeiedJtt Jhafc tiine W9» Qorrec*.} doVj 

InL 71. — Will you say whether you term that ilifoft^pfttjui^ 
truthful which is hAi^i oj^c^ippn ruo{ior>«and i^te wilRng 
upon that to swear nbsoju^ely to^.fafit,»a8.iu ikk itoi^rkHJ^T^f 

Ans, — ^I do uot wish toibe 'ui^d^rstoo^a^isiUiitiug iu irfefr 
erence to this matter aoytbing^furthet' than iufaroiatiw. ; 

InU 72. — Why, then, iuyouy ^r^poFt did jrottistate aod swear 
to it as a fact? . ;'.; . :; 

A'ns, — My understanding was that it. was so stated that 
this was upon infonttatioal'v ■ ( . : . .V 

XnU 73. — ^Whea you say in. your statement' that for sosif 
miles on all sides of I'oart W^ilIarWalla ,tb0re wasno land fit 
for cultivation, state whether ypit exa>»ia«d the land Oi^. all 
sides of that Fort for son^efliites^ - ..j: r. 

An9. — I am quite femiilifair' with .that loealityi, and th^rei^ 
no good agricultural tends wUbin '^pnie distance ; Idon^ 
know how far, except o.a WaUarWalla' ' creek, and that som^e 
distance from the Fort. , ^ 

Int. 74. — Do you not knew that the- Company formerly,' 
while iu occupation of. the fort^ cultivated land, i^ that iviaiuj 
ity at different points ? - . . t- 

Ans. — I know that there was land cultivated on W^laf 
Walla creek some dlstauice f#6m;tbep<>st,rbutI.donotkaow 
how far; I think the. nearest l^nd liat I Muow of in oultiy^^ 
tian there would be twi> miie&;fE<iiNm.5the ;tow«ii, -or whejje th^ 
Old Fort used to standw .; ^ ; - . .c - . ir 

l7iU 75. — Why did JQU say ia. ypux^^pport tb$.t you ijoxild 
not learn that any cultivation l^4^Fer been.attempted>7 
the Company in th»at /^^iotaity ?» , ,♦ . ..V ? ' '; \ _ i . 

An^.—l don^t Jknow tbnt.the CSQO^p«.py (Ud%«ultiva^e»t^9^ 
there. .■•'.',/,.;,-... .. ,: •.■./.. .^. .. .. ,\ . . * 
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> ife^i76.J-ii^h6 did oultWate W that time -^hentlid Com* 
pany occupied the post? ' n ^ ^ >' ♦ - ' 

''>;it«Ji-^Iiflcftt<^t'te4<)W. ---^ •->•' •'.' '■ .• '^^ '• ■ - ' ■^' ■ 

Int 77. — How many buildingeiiffetth^t^ii fctiWialhiSa-?;. ■ 
-'4^.^ ^aoii'^' krio^> th^rcr maybe hdf a dozen; there 
maybe more orlcsd^ t= > - - ' :- ' -^ ; 

^C'inti TS.^Ii^'am^t^Ja xrdlle^y.<^f the W«lla- Walla tiiickly set- 
tied, andawno^i the^fei-iliid^latidggQiierally occupied and 

CuKiV«tfedi?: ^-'V^ 1':* •' t^'^ '^ ^^ ' -• '■^^" i> ^. ^" - ^ • 

:i A:n£-^I »hdve tiot b^eto up\ to Walla^WAlla, that b the town 
of "Wall^WaiM, for 'i>«aj?-two'y^a^s5 Wheti I last j^aat from 
^bere the '6i*Htt(faotfr Ba»y (Poi't stood, there was but very ' 
little settlemeht S(^^ WaJliirWialta oi^eetfoi^' perhaps eight 
Inile^j abot^e ilitttj^fesii*' Qtt^t^K'the g^rfeon, tlie lands are 
pretty well occupied for twenty miles, for B6me distance 
beyoAd'th^ garrison. > , . 

Int. 79. — ^Do you not believe that Walk la, as a shipping 
port for the Wallai-WaHa^vatley md ther regions beyond, is 
likely to increase* in value 'And irftportdn^e ? 

.4TOJ--ii[ thittk^thatthe shippdng list H^fthlB Steam Navi^^ 
Company to Wallula will fall short of the shipping list two 
years ago, and,' i)Whfap«,k greater length of time, say from 
two to fotir years^siiw^^-would be, J)erhap9, eixtim^s as great, 
and very possibly ten timeg^ti^ great as it has been the present 
season, ' * i 

Int 80.-^l8 not 'Wall^Walla valley one of the best agri- 
ctiltural rfegiofa» i^ast of tW mountains, and must it not, in 
your judgment, steadily increase in wealth, business, aod 
importance?' • ' • » ' - * 

"^^ 4n5.-^A portion^ of I WallaJ^ Walla ¥alley produces finely; 
in wealth, I shoilid ithliik feO| but ftjrmerfy there was a large 
amount of bniaJM^&sb ^one'at Walla^Walla by traders, who at 
this time procure their supplies at other points. ' 
'■■^Int. 8L— If ydti'iha^^ tifoftb^enat Wall^Walla for two 
y^ars, tttid-^ti say ttothing about its agricultural develop- 
ment and improvement, how dof^sit ha^p^n th^t yon are so 
{yr^mpt ^W'tefett^^ae toi*^ressi6n in 'business thet*e, by volun- 
teering a statement not responsive to the last question ? 
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the Wajla-Waila Valley ae contaitfiDg-sonje exa^lmxtLOgti^ 
cultural lands, and I fcndw thrij^ ftipply^a- great a«aboffft»i|r 
for the upper country, I knotr from iayteg t^p&ht tbre^swat 
raer of 1866' in tier; Bots^ ci^uh'fe'y, th*e^ upper toiuM^ dfetnote; 
that very few busiuees tnen db their shipping ttamsivty biher 
point, except' the tJittiMiHa Landing v-^eiDdepiihg^^^durj and 
some barley and oats, which are^ p*odii«8d)ii|i 'the^^Widlfc 
Walla Valky.- — ^ ^ -r - . ;.-• ...- v - ^ ,h;- cj-, ^-^.v.,,x 

Int. 82. — ^Do you not km)W that the \pQpalatioiioqfrWdkp 
Walla is greater »<5w. than ever before? : t; - - < ( . < ^ -^ 

jlrw. — I should suppose the f^i^mi^ent populatfo^^ 
greater now thaii at awy time* befdre* ; '. ^ ; : " ^ - '- 

InL 83.— Do y<5^ not fcnow^ that the 'biiteineasj 0f thfe ^Snake 
country, to which yott refer as ' beings oonduotdd o th^^^gh 
Umatilla, was never tmnibacted to aaay gwpit ext^nt^^fesWdlla- 
Walla? • ^ ' •-'". > .^^ : V- /.,: ,. . •: ,[•// ...>c,K 

Ans. — I thint to no great exteirt. r ' ,^ . • 'V>- 

ini. 84.— Why do you sdy-tJiatyoulthinii that the -drijfe- 
ping list of the Oregon- Stoamahip Nsmgatida -Obrnpafey it 
Wallula is less than it was tWQ J^eks ^grt f/ j'l • J . r-vf 

Arts. — ^From the fact that the supplies for the Idaho miJae$ 
at the present time, and for some time back, are uduilly 
forwarded from Umatilla. ; « - { t '[ k 

IM. 85. — ^Were they forwarded from . WjaH ula two y^rfe 
ago? 

Am. — I think even at thattime but atsmtili'proportiQA of 
the whole amount shipped to the Bois© cotinifery was shijiped 
from Wallula. ' ' ' > if! - :;n ^ 

Int. 86.— If they were not shipped theii fromiWaliular^ h(>tr 
do you explain the reduction Of trade and- business, Dois6 
having comparatively nothing to -do >witla it ? > ^ » 

J.7W. — ^For some years past my time has bfeeii) spent mostly 
in the upper cottntry;^ wheh first i at- WallukpMB^;the^ld 
excitement in the upper country, most of the supplies W^f50 
sent by the way of Walittli; :^aM;cthait time rraadsf have deen 
opened, making the route mote fiirefct itoithwMining^^ftict 
from other >pointi than ^la^nof W£flliiia^;.'^ft(Qiee^theI^^ 
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biism^hai .dmwsbedrart. th^>§r9t napa^d point.. (Th^fore- 
,goi»g:aji8w.e^ otge^ted to^ because «ot ;respoiusiye to the 
i|ii€&[tioB,.^hich.tppffiiTe^it© tbi^Tr^ bueiuess as it 

^Kae.twb y^fi ag<^/,tbQ;wi*nesft having before te$ti^ 
gdroiugi thait i»ibi3.aq8W)er to mt^rrogatory If o* 79*) 
vdb^.M.-rfiDo jrou;kn0Tf»'anything0ftiae amount of goods 
fehippedlby-thejQasegQii: SteaMsbip Kavigatiou Company to 
WyMatithe prelseia* year i : . :- i 

Ans.'—l do not know the number of ton&v- shipped the 

Int. 88.— Do not tKfe gcHtxfefor tMarltana and the Big Bend 
ininefi :g6 by^israyj^of .W^altela ? 

Ans. — I suppose in pjairt.; butt,«o fiar.as I know from per- 
srinaKobfieDYation^ freight foiJ.the^pper conn^try was landed 
at>White!Bluflfe^ and forw^arded by wagx)n8 to Montana. 
' . i ' Mid 8&r^Wiiat . pe^poiaal "ObseTyaiion have you made ? . 

Ans. — When on my way to Colvile, there were several 
gentlemen on board that.tv*ei?ft«n.rQijtefor^Montana; on my 
retirafj?oiii CoJviieil met. the /freight or teams hauling up 
Aefirelght/belongihg to those i gentleman, all of which had 
been landed at White Bluffs^ and -sent by teams from that 
point; ' ■}> ■ ' '••'.: ^"' '.;.' ■;'..: . 
X - Inti^ 90.h— How' much freight did you meet ? . 

Ans. — I do not know the number of tons of freight, but 
I fihpuld tWnk'tbferBvwere from eight to ten large wagons 
well loaded. 

ML 9l4*-^gbw >often does ^a boat go to White Bluffs ? . 
'- AM'^^^^ that time on^e -a week. . 

Int. 92. — ^Did not the White Bluff , boat discharge more 
freight at Waliiilrf than it Q^rried to WMte Bluffs? 
' j;w5,*^Tbe:^teamep.that •! went up on arrived at Wallula 
late in the evefaingyjand^I did- not notice the amount of 
{Might landed at' IhaJbpoint;?^ ;^ 

i Int^ ^^-^llQvdiAm^ did; the boW^ atop at Wallula going 

) ^Ti^.i-^ItrTemained thefre.Uiirtilth© following morning. 

.Zi^.^!94-hr^How!many hortirs? i * 

I : Ani.>^l'Axyjim^^ hours, it aremained at 
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SValhila>'.ft»:I.d(5 not TocoH^it iit^\Wittt' hotir a^larrtved 

there. '• /• ••// ^: y--^ ' ■ ' ■ ■'-'''■' *'"'^'' -• ■ ' ^V- ^*^*'> '-'^'^-^ 

Ini. !95^--Hoti^ Icaig afteridi^y%btidia'i%^sta*t ?- ^ ^^^ **^^ 

Ans.—l should think It Mt WMlute'ttb^k^be^bi^'te^^ 

o'clock; I am not pofiUAve-abotitf that: '^ i '^^ ^''*^ "^ ' 

Int. 96.— Were you thei*e more than threte H!>t fl^tir^h^uFfi/^ 

. . j4t4«.~I «h(irtrld. tMilfc w^.Werer th^^c^ieii houi^^.'/^ '''-' ^^ 

Jni-!97i^Howlbng didyoti's46pM'yoitWtttM^^ '^^'^ t^'- 

^n«. — On our return we arrived there in Ih^ nl^t' §efe8dia> 

and left there quitfe early i» thambrflfng. ^ ' ■ ^^ ' ' ' ' 

: Jn<; 98.vt-WeTe(y6ul'there mom 'tlian^*^ on yotir 

return? ■■ -i ^'. ■-':- '• '^ • ' -^■••'»~.' --• : ^- " >^- ;:'»^ :-->i.V'» - ?j ^i-' 

jilw«. — ^I do not know whether Xfi^l^'ei'tlii^r^'ot^h^rt^^ 

.4n5. — I am not ahle to say >ho(W long we^^terj^ theJ^eJ baV- 
ingbeen asieep^^hen the bottt'ftrriTBd. -' - ^^^ '? i '• ' 
Int. 100. — ^Did you go ashore on your return?' . \ 

Int. 101. — Was Mr. ApplegalciT^ith'yoti'at bothtifne^? 

jlw&^Mr. Applegafce oatow>ion'th6;«t;ednitrHhat'I^dMon 
our return from White Bluffs. He was. ' ^ '*" • 

Int. 102. — ^Did you make your ^arajniuatloniti the tti*bt 
qn^the;wayitipf('' ', ': ■• ^ '•^- -■ -^ '■'--: ''''^'' • --^^ '^^■' 
; Ans^r^t^o^ sir; ,wg domiAenced i1 wry^ eairly in tfeef mim- 
ing, biit: after dlaylight;. ^ < - -^ ' , • • • :i'' ^ <. ^ \,^^ ' ^ "^ 

i/i/. 103. — How long were yon employed about it? • - 

;J,«'5.*-t-l8hotildf think two br threes hdur«*il ? < ^^^-^ 

Int. 104j— ^What. were you doing during l^e-baktibe <:Jf this- 

ton hours.tha/t you -w^e there? - - - : i^ . v^* * 

^ -Aiw*— rJ was a«,leep> for my part, the jmbfitof the tlmfe* ■ ''■' 

': Jw«. 105^tT-WilLyou^.sw«a^•tbat'the^6feame^4K(t not IfeJ^v^ 

abo^' ailra4ae3^.i; i-^ ■;.■ ^ -.\ -.^u ^' ^ t.-r'0'>H):> .'i-tcav.:;.! o* 

j^7i5, — I will swear that it was after sunrise some time, 
when it left therd' anAwent up»/^'T r ^t ; \s.>il oU iU i ^'^^ 

Int. 106.— Besides the boat that goeff la-Wii*te»©laff,'hW 
many'Qth^Bfrgd/*4\W^ttiil%>aaid/ho^roft^rft bi«l^ .^I I ir-l 

Ans. — I do not know, but I think my information was that 
a steamer arrived at Wallula tri-weekly. 
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. /n^iJ.O.jf^.-riPoipsjMt^ aiboa* 4ben^^orto Wallula.fonr* timed 
while one goes to White Bluff only once a week? 

Ans. — ^I implf^F^t|i?iflithatth«yfh»v}e three steatnersa wiek 
ftt,;»/:a^^l%^i|4pO#jMirWW*ejB^^ ; 

Int. 108. — Are not tfc^ thi»ei tJteamewf in addition to the 
K^iJ^jBrlwf ^K>at?tJt ^^.^il: -n^.-a r.i.;):; >.' v ■ 

Ans. — WJa^p, ijjte; w^«t Mp we obangwl aleamerfi at Wallala ; 
on our retftiffl,tW!e^i4.'Qot;: terft are but iJiree steamers that 

Jn<. 109. — ^If the JgaierS'trnd^Ihas ne^er been transacted at 
Wailu}% H^BWiicaiiitl^biisweiiftafc^SrbllulahaYe been affected 
by the opening of roads to Umatilla and the transaction of 

th^B^#4ib«9iR/^.t^^I?eby^..ir .1/^^ .; ;. v 

Ans. — Some years since merchants and traders of the 
Boise country did more or lessof their,tiffl«4e by way of Wal- 
lukf but; ,t^?^^^tla^of late, yearau^ ; ; 

Int. 110. — What doiyoUiiae&ftby some years since; how 
many years ?^ r-u-./: :.^ /< ..-j :--^::.>: • '— . , 

Ans.— Sa,y 1862 and 1863 ; less still in 1864, but perhiaps 
more tbrtii j^t the present, timfe*^ 

./it^^lJX^TrriHQW J^ at Bois^ in 

1862? .;■;/•; -:l ''.:x.4 . . 

:,.4^.-rtr3SrQiie-atBois4.<aty.'.':'; y-i^.' ; /-;•■' 

Int. 112. — ^Will you undertake to say that the shipping 
bvi^ii;:r^^.:4t (W^Uuiarhdsbeto ^reduced within the last four 
years by anything except the withdrawal of the Bois6 trade 
spoken of ^?Kh;r.'i5: • . . ' ^ 

Ans. — Some timaiin5l8fi2!Dir 1868 merchants doing biisi- 
at^Oro jBuaiQ^^'ajftd iOther.'Xniiai ^hat section of 

country, and also at Lewi8ton,:Beeeived their goods at Wal- 
lula ; em^^: iCir I^DOmtfiiha/li tiMeyiperhaps a large proportion lor 
tba^mipiag)j|is(jrb&liaY«ibeen.tfocwarded direct by steamer 
to. Lewiston, consequently lessening the shipments to WaK 

Int. 113. — Do boats run nowjto licwiston ? 
* ,4ns^^M<^M9knt>Wi'i, ^'--.'? '-^-i •■ = ■ ■ . ■ ■ 
Int. 114. — ^Did the3^na)fc<rjdii)i4iejP€liii J862 when there^wag 
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sufficient water, and does not the navigation to Lewiston 
depend upon the stage of water ? . 

jlfis. — ^I understand that they cannot navigate Snake river 
at all times ; I cannot say whether any steamer has been sent 
as high up the river as Lewiston during the year 1862. 

InL 115. — ^Did not you yourself go to Lewiston by steamer 
in 1862? 

Am. — I did not. 

Int. 116. — When was the steamer Spray built ? 

An9. — I can't now say whether it was in 1862 or 1863? 

Int. 117. — ^Do you not know that she was built and run to 
Lewiston in opposition to the Oregon Steam Navigation 
Company, and sold to the Company in 1862 ? 

Ans. — I understood that she was built as an opposition 
steamer, and afterwards sold to the Oregon Steam Naviga- 
tion Company ; I do not now remember wha4 year she was 
sold. 

Int. 118. — Where were you stationed during the summer 
of 1862? 

Ans. — I was stationed at Lewiston in August, 1862. 

Int. 119. — How did you go to Lewiston? 

Ans. — I rode there on horseback. 

Int. 120. — ^Were not boats running to Lewiston during 
that year ? 

Am. — There was. 

Int. 121. — How long were you at Fort Colvile this year, 
at the time of your so-called examination ; when did you 
arrive and when did you leave? 

Am. — I think it was on Friday evening that we arrived at 
Mr. McDonald's, at Fort Colvile ; we left Mr. McDonald's, 
I think, on Sunday afternoon. 

Int. 122. — Did you not leave Sunday morning, after break- 
fast? 

Am. — ^Upon reflection it was in the fore part of the day; 
we left there on Sunday. 

Int. 123. — ^Did you have with you a copy of the Com- 
pany's memorial ? 
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Am. — ^I had seen it; I do not know whether there was 
one along ; I had none. 

Int. 124. — Did you examine the property claimed hy the 
Company in its memorial at Fort Colvile and its vicinity, or 
only so much as is described in your report. 

Ans. — Our examination was only partial, so far as the whole 
claim is concerned, at that place. 

Int. 125. — How many days were you employed in examin- 
ing the property ? 

Ans. — We passed down Mill Creek valley over the lands 
claimed by the Hudson's Bjiy Company in their memorial, 
on Friday ; on Saturday we made some surveys in the Col- 
vile prairie of the improvements of lands claimed by the 
Hudson's Bay Company, and also the buildings of the Hud- 
son's Bay Company at Fort Colvile ; on Sunday we returned 
by way of the mill belonging the Company, situated on Mill 
Creek, and>on the same day proceeded to White Mud farm, 
made some inquiry and examination, and then returned to 
. ^the United States garrison near by, having ceased our exam- 
ination on leaving White Mud farm. 

Int. 126. — How long did it take you on Friday to ride 
from the garrison to Mr. McI>onald's? 

Ans. — ^I do not recollect how long we were on the way, 
but we travelled briskly, stopping only on the way long 
enough to take supper, and proceeded immediately to Mr. 
McDonald's. 

Int. 127. — ^Did you arrive at Mr. McDonald's untii about 
eleven o'clock at night ? 

Ans. — I do not know what time it was when we arrived 
at Mr. McDonald's 

Int. 128. — ^Do you not know that it was very late when you 
arrived? 

Ans. — We took supper at Mr. Warnicut's, and left there 
after sundown, and rode to Mr. McDonald's, somewhere in 
the neighborhood of six or eight miles. 

Int. 129. — ^Do you wish to be understood as saying that 
you examined any of the Company's property on Friday- 
evening ? 
22 
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and' iDquiring of Mr. Wari}i9«t,^W(^ot;Jy^rs ;\js;ijli refjerei;^^.^.^ 
the value of lands, &c. ^,, f^,,,,/, i ,...m t^,/ . ,. ;J 

erty in going f^^p^.^^'iji^c^.t'^^ 1^9,?q,f't 99}}j]9>hiimr,'^^t^^ 

w^ P^vs^^d, fx^^^f^T, .>7«^rni^u|;;^ ip^ Ih^}?: :m90i9.r^l. , , . ,. . , 
\f^tUl'r-^P yfl^.i^^i^)]*^^ .%^.piw§4i^ frfim^p- 
nicut's to, ,tl;i9; fortj, jpy e;^ w^^i^b: Ji9,^ droye tlw.,t jin^Jit ? 
. JL?|i^,-^My . ,u^^<;%ftt^^;,4ipg ^ jW^^ pi)t^ t^at. , %y fiiarii^ipd all 
theUn,ti.ftoiu,AY^rJ,%ut'^^t^^^ .,, . ", •, . ,/ , 

Int. 132. — How much of the six or eight,ii;iij^s, traveled. by 
.yo^^did th,ej;43]ii^J., ,... ^^, |,..;; ,, ,, .•;.,-..- 

Ans, — ^I.ani n,ot'^l^,Jtq.p^, hp\5r.^;^l^h,, f. ,,, . , .. 

. Int., 133.-— p,o,^; cai'^ful^f^x^mfj^atipUrOjE' thiB land^spoken 
of could you J^piY%. !^m^. 4?tiW?g.bwM Jm^^^>^^* late.at night? 

Ans. — We we^e^f^p^ .^b^^^tP P\ak^'ftPyp^^^^^^^^^V^» at .^1 
events did.JiOt,.dK>.^q^'.4]ij|i;ing.,tl^Q i^^^ Mr. 

Warn imf's j ej^pepting^ W?i^^ly . *p'. P^^^ ^^-^.^ -^^ . ■ - ' . 

Jnt. 134. — J^.Mrt. very, mp,(f)^.pf^ |t;h,e,e;f^ipatiou of the 
Comp(\ny's.^proppvty.;je^9rr^d..t;o 4p;.ypja^ ^ppqrt ;Hiad0 by 
merely passing op^4t?, ... ..,,.; ... ....^ • ,- 

Ans. — ^We examined the improvements quite tho:cougl^J;5?. 

7n/, 135..— IlajY^ yo.u.ogit 6^}d,-th9.t you tl^ought. that. you 
and the oth^r .-witijessps ,,tr.a^Yele,^ iop. yapidly, and made .tjie 
examination ^00 J^u^^iejd^j^p t9.^^.ahJe,tQ dp Ji^icatprth^ euh- 
ject, or words to thf}t ej^ect ? , , .. , , _ ./:,,;; 

Arts. — I dp^i)pj; ^ecpllect o£ having conversed with any 
particular JDerson in reference to the hurried mapuer in which 
we made- the,. Qxamiuatipu,>b]it J^f/did.tbiijik that ;WQ should 
have taken mor^ tiijaQ to laave .dppe tl^e samQ wo.^k that we 

did- ./.,.., ;.„....,;■;,.:'::,■„,•;.,.-■.■:; ': . .•■. 

Int. 136.^-7?^^!^' yo^^.i^ot.sfiid thajtif your investigation 
had been ujipr^ 4^1iberat(^ you wpuld haye^ been better 
satisfied ? 

Ans. — ^I do not i;ecQllect. , . . , - ; 

Int. 137. — Have not the Company in cultivation on the 



Ans.— Not that I know of. •°^' -^f""'' '^^ ■^"' '■' ^^'^ 




Int. i89;Ui5rt'bm''t'6tfr ''6«e^fetf ''afad'^fifciy^Mi'otf.^rfe 
yod sb p6*ifi^''iA''/lg^ lfd="ttife'y|'^ifc'dfW#1lina%iat 
you are willing to 8weaTf''tliaPi<f!'Ka^'B^'ii=YAuWaay'a'tv'ithih 
thela«tfiVe^yfeiifs^^:^'^™^-J«"-J'l^'''>^'''''f;'''^^'^^'----'''^';;''^ 



J.ns. — ^I do not how recollect as to ahjf ^Jtlcmai-' tinlffe' it 
had been covered witli"i^at6¥f '6r-eH^k\fy^'^tiWkt - '^^ 

' Tnt 140.— ■\^j^'Wili'Mr^rtTori^df ;W\v^^ctTi^'^'-^od %h 
to be affect^ by th^ ^Mg^^ft^^hfet'o/tb^'^Mu^ 
rewtod th'e'h^sbaHdtfarivW'stkted'iii 'fWi^^'^Q'sik '''-"-^^ 

'j1«s.'-— It i^ Ve'ry'dt^Saiidy SoH/ knd' wbuIdfWqiiir^^^ 
from the rise of'tKt i^fet',l<)VM^W6tit'Ti^ai^ Wiririn^'fhe 'Sum- 
mer, ifl brdeP tOT'eWM ffie ^Mief^.fd? h'f^' latfef. • "''-^ '^'^ 

■ iw«. 141>^D'6 ybdUHfo^^Sti'^to '\&f{\i^'^Xfi^^' lalnds 
overflowed in the spring have any ^aTtie'fe^ a^jiculttirar 
purposed ?■■ ■"''^" ^f--f,TJ■/o■f•|^rc ■;. Ir f)o.::ii'!fszo ■> /r- ., ;. 

^«s.— Ko, Sit';; th'e -15est' ikn(}8'^r(#'"'igtl(?ifturfe''liayfe.4he 
appearaiicle ' of haViii^ St '^irti^^'Mfen ^c'oy^r^flf'willi ^aief. ' " '' 

Int. 142.'— ©d' ^bu'n^t''lriiW tfeaV'ifMils'^Bt.felioWerk fre- 
quently fall in the summer in tli^t'i'^^iTlii-f ^^ ^''' " '"''■■ ' ' ' 

J.«s;— f'nriderSfend'thSt^tti'e VulM'ifel fe^siiisjas a'liisual 
thing, are di-y.'" ^''-''-''''''^ '^''^^ "' ^•-"'■^•'■^■'-" "^ '"^'^ •■ '\ ■'■■■'- ' ' • 

■ • Int. I'i^.^^M^'My^. <(9'fetfm VM*^1iii^tt6li8;'as to the 
land he 6'c6'upies,'tor dc) With'th^ Ahii^'^of'fiil^ jirb^perty, so 
that you deem it necessary to testify in regard to them ? 

J.JW.— ^What is Saiift'ln Vefer^1i6e"t(^ Jilr. '(irS-dliivan was 
simply to 6tat6'^c^s'iiii'ef^r6nce td'oii'f' otisefvation whilst 
at Colvile. , ' 

Int. 144. — What has that to do -Wifli tile value of* the 
property? ' '- -■ '■ ■•■••;■-•■' '■'•■'"^■^ >■■■■ ■■■■ 
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Ans. — I do not know that ^lessens or enhances the Talne 

"Int. 145.— What,i^u^^5^%4jfti?„t|i95,fff.l^M4fiW»« Sff^fSv 
report with M^^ oimtuohgr, •yw,>^m oi I^''V'' ]--"■'> 
Ans,— Sowing ^gg^g^ffjo^ iWi?fi'^«o-?^I-l».ft>TPSt?P° 

■Jwi.T46.-iIJo you suppose t|^j^t,-^?f(Jptli;^<WPI/¥Jffl4<gJi?fe 

^na.— His intentions wei^j^,^pjpgq^|^ gujfii,"^fll,tbft^li(j 

to 'the k'hd: occupied by him.,^, J.,,,, I,j,j/^ ,,1/^ .,,( iy,iH<:uv/.; <.-.;xi 

in section twenty-three? "■! > nr-. u-.dj 

ory serves me correctly, that different settl^fij[q,tt^,.C^J,Yy%*i 

"'^uf Tr?^^ WuTf Mtefflffl/! ^?A(^ 8fl|ilgy»F4H..ftfeeyfiiP 

cotTeVjWhef'h^ijij^^^g^^gi^^ m4mnW^ vmin^^r^ 

the inforniation as to the amount paid |^i;,^Jt ,,,^1 <,], i — ,^,.:K 
the property f ? olivlu'.) +« yfJi>,v 

out their consent ? .-loJ'! in J is 

price he pkd, and^<j^^^jpfi9^g§j.[ -^0 ^yoiiq oiiv[<.y ■'dini 

your estftnate or value upon such a sale as this?oi!>iff qi; i^Md-ft 
■ Ans, — That, in connection with otfj^ggai^askiyHfojctaitiOBi. 

■ .LolBia oiolaJ en jToii ovr.J I — .is^-^^ 



Ol-E 



•^uLrr oil) ftooiiBfhio 'i*^ eiiOriacS^ indi wofli Ion oI> 1— /i^k 
/nf. 151.— Bid you personally examine ^anli.esinjnate the 

^?25. — I nelped to measure and examine them, , . * . ^ 




lA^WasittadsJ i^)imiiM''pm^''omni&4^d Were' 
also examined by Mr. Applegate-/"'Ad i^;i^ii>;^-^;o^><fi «"' -' 

that sum? \o9.Ifi-7J-^'^">^■>•-...:> 

-^rf*;uili}'aoi'ttit^JMidW''^aMi- ^«to3iWVA ^"^re %r. 

- J5^</ r6Bli4ii^liat do y6)l''S^^=6ayb|i jiWpnglfcbuBe 2f^'i)y| 
Sd'feer dad fbilrictiti 'ft^^ M^H] Ve^Mlri^-lHiai^tfcd' on'tte'"^^^^ ' 
sidfe rind' 'divided itlt6 WbAlii'aiia'flqSt^red lljroiigiiout'ia'nct" 
wifH two iSft^e Btbiibyhiitih'^^i,'*sh^li'iil ^oii'Hescrjbe %'.'" 

jAns. — I do not tuotr. 




value at Colvile? , . , .■{)■>" ioi.[ 

•JlHs.^jSryfflf€PCa?l<«?i8%MdiJV'¥iM!i^-^a-Td!&l5 



abuilder. Hao^.o > v.l- o.o 

Jiii.l6?P-aaji8aB«ife*b^;'%"6'>(^ifm^lfeato^l^?p^ 

in the Colvile prices of lafedt'^iya^^Mf^^"^;'"^^^^' *'^''''T 
^H»J^r'Prtedtafe<tf<^tfift'»tf/fef6e^WMFh&9r{^Tia^6''^diilW 

whilst up therei'siilt ^i; of..? « .I:.n8 aoqu soIotYo yJn.iffr>.o -nio-i 
J«<ii488>cia^W3»^'Afly4i*i^^''' uoiiooaao!> ur ,^cdT— .tstk 
J.MS. — I have not, as before stated. ♦ 



and masons at Colvile, while yi)l9/jir^6-lhereu?w 7\h/\'j>. . -. 

'-!^^rl40WDd^'*^a* «ttpt)m^{thle'fwpgefe' df Jcorp^^nteiwtirma^ 
j^iis(( a^'4th§i<J^^aft4«i§;'toibei?^iJsd«ibeF'm |(D«)ivile ds in 
Portland? ■ t ^j- 

"-'iZk^.'lieii-'tiBb •5^<)iiapgoscf)thev/prid«itf 'ma*^^^ in 

building at Colvill^40i.iW.the^MWiieihiJPo«^tl»Bd'?j. ■ : . 
> ^>2l^.^$lS,l^Jiifiliowl(i(thlfi)fc tltieylTODttlfi bi^biglieif at Col- 
vitev ■ exc^ { M«Ye, J whldh '^niigbbuhi) dHeapeu « there . than.- at 
Pfei-tlrtfidJi''^) or '^]y\o/r -jo ,>.ifij;ijM.](f -li-oi'l '.l . .j.. ; ," ....; 
' ''tZT^ti' iefctJ-.l'PihjnshduMIlInie)!)^ ehedpi?rithel*ethan hfere? 
J.n5. — ^Because there is an abundance of lime .rook in the 

Int. 163. — Is not the dwelling of Mr. MeDonald painted? 

''^'■■!l4W;-iItiiii O'Ar/f to oorro L »:^ji.T^ vr^jij-tf.; y;f;ii 1 -- -■ I. 
• J ^ti^J lJ64.^*^W4uM^aliQb;jpaii»tangX! adid aabtearjally i to. .the ©est 
-rit-fGdlviteJi/iuq o:r -i-jqiioilo ti^/r ji .ri;.iff ji^j.ij .r>:.f^ ■> . Mii^r', 
-47W. — It would add to the costil(»£/tiy feaaiddling; • , : j ; . 
> '^t^'t^&^iMWtifiSti^njan {note>in jymilr /dftfefcriptfcin . ofi. the 
building name that fact if you desire4 to give all the infi3r- 
mation that youiJ((KMlIdi?tf n ts/o ion ylnldi [>fi!oJ"' T--.v ^L 

Ans. — ^I suppoSeothatxitowrksoiiott doijeyfoi^/<toy;Tre^god be- 
yond, perhaps, simply neglecting or forgettibgctoiiaa^ntiim it. 
Int. 166. — Have you arfyfiidtea c^ itii^ bilit-of Ihe dther 
buildings describedf)b3f'.y4ii);iiHfiide<ahdi6)u1^&,o7.-th0.ftot ? 
---•'^^n^I^lfaa^eiiiidK)iW(pm^^ ^akt of 

those bufi^irigsQ^simjilyjatiitiiAgfok^oapBeschtiiYiyarfe,. whiahi^ I 
should think the outside or highest price .©is piMB^ntv:stalue. 
'{lllket(^^e^d^&Xi»ritr^BiMi^rmha>iuci%d^ thfiltewrd?! sisd^ly" 
objected to bSdaoqeitroto]|js£pdi£B&vte ta t^^^&®^^°(<^'/'^ii'^ ^ 
''t^luiE^'k]Fj^as)tat^ifireiitio£i}&€rMiitiftsv Dlalter.vuM in- 

'^i^ii^'^abxxip^cfrcantohliini'-^ ioolloooi vfoirA ioir oL I ^li .-ju'jv 
:i^inf J^;de7tHi-lMd ilU)*/iM)rpMjia«airil^iteIl ijii3luotha4iC«rpieutfir's 
wagers were $10 a day at Colvile ? ,fiLf.»; 

J.n5. — ^I do not recollect any such conversation. 



ics generally Wfore^i^lO'f&dayc?/ 'ruiv^ .'>liv[(/J iji ^n. >..,.: . ;,,•..:' 

Int 169. — When Mr. McDonald ii;feif?36^ 'y9Vi.,.tl^^t.tl^'e 
Gom^attyilqtintd Ife cb^perotOfpjwraJ^p*'^ jj(j%$ii3liprpdqce t^an 
to rCultivM^ didoJn«i-a«3igi^{feL.Te^^jftm^jyfeLi%?ni \J^\^9 what 
was it? V* j,.,;. r-i'^. I 

J.n5. — I can only state the substaut^/^firfi -^c ^0zii7jars.^tl^n ; 
thfe reasbris )^iTOise'ilda»t'iii!\^^a^1cbe^{}qrrtoi)(t*^ tkftn^tPiaT^isQlthe' 
grain; that^*aafelal!)oMt!th9iiiesa.80iltaft^igliQdtr/]f)') n: *. ::.' 

'^t 17O.^i^iQMflale'ai0t7saj5liabtOfei*^ 
dtementsj about< jgolflj ditcDveries ihatvit ^grftg inuposaible: %p 
keep hired men to their bargains, or words to that] effect?' : 
•*Lii?t5.u;*8ticli»iiiiay'jh«u^8 ifeeujiHii'fftafenj^W^^ do\not 

Int, 171. — ^Did he not say that the wag^M&rte toio. high for 
/farming buain^iy. :ilL 'lt» '^f.' • nh uA) loii '-.1 - .:.'': A 

Ans. — I have already stated once or twice thati I didi not 
rBffiollectJtW'-pimaifleilkBgjiageiiuqedvi)^ iB,i3iph fts to 

justify the statement that it was cheaper to purchase than to 
cultivate theifairoi hMn^dfi-.no '.u\\ ot Lh/j hlv^-r^ t].. - . ^ 
.'jiw^. 172.r^Hoiw''lxMig •weteyrycrQYalrfh^ifOiJmpaay's grist- 
inill? - •' • .'. .,•.'.'- < J i';*'jf>.ij) jioY 'ti torst i/ufj '.'..I'-i-.f -.j' ■';: '• 

Ans, — ^I should think not over a h4iIfliio«nrju7 ::.> . r ji . : i . « 
' '-* Int, Vfi&^Wiei&iijo-bk thjsre^fi¥?e nininjiteeSc.f :. j.n- 1 - . L 

r^i4to*j-t-]Jo,cdir-;rrthA)d©®te'^ci;ejlc53]^^ i -i'-M- 

/: iZw^ 17fii:i^BidiltiatjMr.Mc[Dgm8MiofiferotOii^ 
I aiid you^eldin^rbeoagso]^t5i^todiac^it|mfetp^.;Std^ .... j [ » 

{i^|Z«!i-17Bj^^Herf^ ;dDl)y6ujki^^ ,1^'^^n 

'^usedfoi^(Ba[bejj^eaQ3i;fl)dsitarted)^uyoti3^ oj >> ^r >'/•> 

'' i4n5;**4ljda isotfd^nw^s^sihiulyafciira^aadfeol^^ 
years, as I do not know recollect t^hnrlflifeiiifeatniatlQftii^^s 
ia*efg»en(fceiJtaJth?elleiii^thjjfirf^^^ hfi(d-4s>^«tirst»a^ing 

idle. V ol.r/i(/> u'l ykI) si 01% :> t^jv^ ^ ^-/^ ir/r 



it had not been used for some years ? .oini(iii>/> 'ir:ov 

iBivAnt^^f-^Hhei ttiasbib&riliati0iy/tHtfto^)vd3'QomifeS iA veftrkice 
AOd^^AdiUfiRattffinNn Mhl^^Dfcut^smhcfJiaBajeQtddiheiipIl^ 
^od/mtihowk)iti iWfiiiiadrji gDodid(ttl'idf[)croiixki;Ebl»m 
«(tecrit<^t}i0iifujtt/mDdjfBQD»M]ro ^nppas0,9rid l^encscilijwi 
such information as we have reported. .liim 

odifih H^b^IfijjoBii^aiotarteoUeqt Mhal3^dfiKH«Qdiftlbii^^oa 
had as to the length of time the mill h&diiJQKitqlci|aid^r(ttied, 
how can you declare in ytfjftij^4tiOTtfUftdt*tM*h!tl»fl4t-lMfcEkiot 
been used for somej^^^ffl-? aJi oUniuUo uov hid — .i-^I. .^jvI 

J.n«.-^I have no doubt that at/Atootiliil^ilhWljrbpQEttJteas 
)«dttfeirifithattAb^ iflfotja^io^dr^cftirod] wfys fireHiutaj Di»id ; 
but at this time, having no wrlttetilflsaeQlforftiidaoi^ J/icaosuU; 
say what it was bejrj(^Ajiiibj^j'teJpm'4'*i^dj# ^ftlieitink^^rs«te.on 
ffftc8yj;rir>qqfi 'gnitloJ /j 'io enljjY oift ^.r j;;i['//— >^>i .^i^\ 
Zw<. 179. — Did you not swear to ii^wrrf^^Yt<y^^}iAs^holL 
Arts, — I have sworn to the report .'iW)fc^iftgic©bri«t.tttldie 

Int. 180.— In the sh^ig&iitei^iJ^ifr^rfiiitiQtfij'^i^teidfimfi^ 
iii^l)fiw)«)j(if^(m ^o^fe»»«»«h}jrj^|«3flijaj^jj|: j8fl-it$)[)^e-9i(lkto 
%flriUijd 'Mt^sSW9t/»ij(]pptoatoii$fjit^)fy,^\(i(feift^§<?te^ 

-4n5.— The ^fl^^M feWi^Bly/ia.^eBiii^flli SxQ^im^^^^ 
Int. 181. — Can a man safely estimate the vali^.^ig£-a.^figt- 

Arts. — ^I should think not, if it was a mill really possf ^ft®- 

i©toiho5t*iu^ri hih 97/ :^jjd /xov/oq-i-j^r.Y/' oiui n hi il — ,z\^h. 
Int. 182.— How can you kngRyy^^^gj^^^^ii^i^i^S^^^f^ 

i|Sit3h'^l^§IWtl^$»t^Q}Bgtii§|%jt5]joY ill :r/uI7/— .tOi M^ 
Ans. — I suppose ordinarily you could not. 9 lOY/oq-ioiBw 

i^iU^i^isms£m,ii^^^mkh^(m^^ yMsmS^ 

^m^mmwkb^W^ M^ilP^mho Lup. bsl/iea x^o>^uu[h y;j9v 
iB^P^cr^uJ^^efeaSf^yfi^tifs^^SthfiBii^^tglgi^^ 
was to pay for the use of the mill, but stated Afe^ijf^sWIw 
tended Jfe^ fl^8SiSliW(^^iSlti*e|3riii|li^9.^H9i^7aa.l^ 



Jx:{rfffoijtai:(^auEdxA^^ of 

your estimate, ? hiho'i oinoa loi Loau nood Joa I)iifl*;^i 

4t>pearkibeJxim6anikbrl»B ^toojtttt^ tiM OMrSBffiniI{fa&t>i$t506 
^xLTiidipoHfflbibfxiyQioitl^ltabrboo's ieteiilsm rdcalireiflliTOhii^ 
^i0tikirawk^t3iiecaiQgqQt ii^tyd.hieisfi'Hbeiir^faiadt^fiiictte 
mill. .bejioqoi aviiri ov/ 8B nohjannoini iloua 

;.-:^^i«iI»6jHwWihateilTd ;^a()^iiriatec*a0ottiai.vaMfet dfilithe 
fbohing6a]D|)^f«jtiifei?iI Ilixn odi oaih 'lo ilj^aol oil! ot ^n bisd 
r-Aj4aMl-4iIiwfiaftetirf)thfe^iwwtl)m^ ni oiislool) uo^{ luxo iwd 
Int. 186. — ^Did you estimate its ^ftta%t^^^^^ "^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^^ 
'.r::ilrt5i^fidWf:lA(S>i^r6yetiflt^.^J3 ^sidi icfnob on ovjirl I — /^nk 

thttue 'wfeuiOflfedflittooflSilliJ):tihw on ^nivjsH ,omf^ eiill :ri5 ind 

iw^. 188. — ^What is the value of a bolting apparatUK)Aa 
Portlfljal(i;iiPi^yoti:x4cififf\«&Ij oJ ino^ra :ton ijo'>(; biCI — .GVI .^svl 
OiLa.»i.iiK['iltoDi^itoi(W.^ioq9^ oill ot niov/a ovjuI 1 — ^Mk, 

Int. 189.— What is the vaJiil^iiedi^ibtebiit^^liiifelfsfeEtei!! ft»< 
in(a'idmfet^iV^i*h)i(ll!iiity^nSfcfexb%^ edi nl—ML Mi\ 

":j4fii;j-^lTd^i«» JtEft^^^^^j^ttt^fS'WtfMd^ose t(P%ulU[um^^ii 
«&Ciaaiahei}llJb)^(It^^/^ii baidn^ 

been^b«i41|;^«<m55ri5f^edffe'i^9e{J^«ii^to«^^ b3podhbfri 

Int. 190.—J)iA'^f6ii^^m.^^S^^kl^%M]i^h^ 

.-^^Jta|^i«i-iS'^/jI^'^ Qxli 9ti5inija9 \bJiiia nucn J3 nnO — .181 .)iid 

Int. 191.— Why not; did y%^ k)t^fe()lf^(^i*^6a)(^Jbffe^ ifeg^ 
^tt^?-^^^oq ^[Ir>o'i llim fi efiv/" di li ^ioa 2lniili blnoifa I — .%\^Jk 

J.wa. — It is a fine water-power, but we did no^^kefiittW 

^^i^MmiU^^s^§i^^m7W^^^ ^^z ^^^^ woii— .S8I .\s\\ 

Int. 192.— What in youl^ji$4ginaillpfe*«R«[:^^l^«I^i4}iW 
water-power? *^^^ binoo no'^ vlhiiuibio oaoqqna I — /MvL 

<jt^^/-^^ifletfeif^^te]t tfi%f*i€V|5iid4<d^fletb*&rBi(i^it. V&7 
vkl!=ftibfei ^l^i:i^itB&iIffife95^itS?%)ii5^1^,8fli%fi^ 
very sparsely settled and otl]^l«%tiSri Sffc^MfecM^Mefeft^J^ 
vL^p^' '^a^tt9^feMfe,^%*4fl^!@*fern^f h(io^*$8^fi€f ^ui-of^i^t 
wtfie^o^^i. ^■>'^^^>^a ^^J <^[iin odt 'io uair sdt lot ^i5q o:^ e^w 

^'telsi-^'Wi«^'6%W:g%^lfitPi^^ ftP^^^obnal 



?4« 

-/i^n^-^If 4Nj^M0iw^OTftBT>bfilDng|^afrtQ)mef I.'fehtmld* <ton- 
ii^^{iM(xt li b^ijl^©«nTqiJit»/ie3q>&iitriff)][;odial(i $)r0ci4^ fSOO. or 
$l^(K)ifoT iByi0imijifjut:j(iberpire»e»f)tia^ f^'-' - •[ -v ;.; 

your detailed statement of the Company's .pgroperlly/atLCol* 
yAlft*id"it^iYi4litit^?^»irt jj'Jt 7/ofi>[ bvr jjov (>• i—- '.' '^ ^ 
-n.t^i'^^^-T-^W^. didi 4i#itjjlhfc. that s^ 

to do so; '-.r'lo.ji.'f rjo'^ if^ijf // .n..frr 7ri-M|</f(j -» . • • ' - . '. ..^ 
/n^. 195.7—18 not the water-pQft^rmfJuiaoi|<p''piirt of! the 
jGojapi^ny 1$. .pyo(por|(yf i^athev^rifet-.miJIi ^dMmg itpon^it? 
(Objected /.tor^bis^jfe^ist ife^thej/Vd^py ^o]dnt.jvyhph.''tLb.e Comiliifef 
^U^fij^a, a^ UDfe;th6ri\jviliiBS8^dr4)<mj]»peteBt]t6f determine!.) ■■ 

j'v'r(4»*.^^TJi^y«ftbei O0QUI)yitligjit;r1>'jtO'[ rr r . ^fJ : -^ i > . • 

in^. 196. — Were you not instructed(fe>-.©i5amiubaHd repoj* 
/^i>theipi;eewftn^u.ditiix»)8>B[d rvaiiip'^fi'thife: i^propeffUy of 
the HudspnfB [iSftyirX^oiiipaiiyi iafc. jO^ntoiav^tiste i -occupied 'fc!y 
-tJjiQ^ ?i If:8o,.wfaftt^^ot,yK)a'mQ»lii'byi«^y(ii;rg ftihat you \tere 
xjw^tiiuQtruDtftd^Pr^C^liieifleit. .tke(;taiuf ,o£ia?wa)tfer'-power, ujfon 
^5^bipt the 0QOiiJW)yJhadfi. Bftili ?ii .uIv/ 'ro jp.- ' / 

^tj?*— I urtti§iateM otiriiil^tinjwtioJOT 1*3b&^fd>)exaiiriin0.the 
.j^pj?4)venibee,tewft}n$ \ra|^;de/bfail)Qliflag/4ifcd'feu<ritigJ the amount 
c^ J^nd .e»f3|o$edj[(^iJd.j^p0ilt tbepiiofeaMe value at the ^vm- 
'.^Pt'timB; i$-.t tj^e^.atotb timieptoixibtifei.tbeyociuhtry geneca% 

so that we mighfeffe^'feaftMfid'tyiir^tarfcjtbeYalue-^ thekttJi^ 
.Ml tbp'imm^afe jsficlhityf of (Buj&h liiBStjpBOTjetoi&ttft ?. . \. 
jjo>ZH?4.19/7»'rfi5'&kfe yj©iir(iO[ra^repQrtystd)©c^rib0dfaiKl Bwosmrfco 
'Jfefl6C?o^i aip,d-^»d ^ttd(thidr;fii^.ipwr8)graph^itllat tit .may/jbie 

copied. V Yt,.^,. . ./ /.,-.j 

of Expeii:s^tcDejiferaia«l atod iJejpjtjtrt^p^r^thfipmaeaattsorrdition 
naadi'daluB^.QfrftWqqalpiitjpsMj^ielaimia^ tlielAb^Tt^ nalined 
r)£iQriipanie«(a^-eoj'jfeaia)df 4bekrpDfete(jqp«a]giie(i by/ fchem atftibe 
oiBiaA^lofi t"thfiul^«ixdqi7t<tos% inil846,iw^B^^ theifoUowing 

report." *' i-noo 

-vronBi-ti^ 198Jt4[f •fiiidaqw«i«'//theniiKtir6^(J»a[faBf afimitt^ by 
'^jgDxi anr y duui ii*ef o^tijr^whjf (^did you jitiwt -ft/Mfctiitipowerk oalabd 
flfelaixned I by^Ae^^Qta^^aiof^ Jaijd j w Jby>ab^m via • rtniDiHgi la 

mill? ' J/\[f . -/. r..-. 



-iiuiynijU^iAid liotJ echiiif^pcdadeTothediaBti'CKrttofrs'tlmt-it^ 
reqttir^j that i'?^i''fiii'Ouldi inlrflkp^tfiMl<h^n5@|iobt?'fcHahi'#lM'3 
have just stated thsitlimiA&es^ism^eii^ toJb^,^'^d 

did'inot- piBgiect csji^akulgiaff the Jmi$eivT^^fe¥/tte6\igb:> Any 
desJgHiwtatfVTMf. -r^'/iuj'jmoO orlt lo ^^iionifHiir^. I)'jin:rji> 'ino/ 
in^. 199.— Do you not know that the^'QibbipiYiy'ti^edfi^k 

ner as the other property upon which you reported ?0' uH o.t 
s':j4'«*.-i-^i'piipplosQ'th^'xirdo^j[-*iolnv/- Ofit -t<Kf >i — .'-'U -^^nI 

Jn^i 2©0;,^'Wih3^) theii,-ididj.yoitJno* Ti^ot^^ttlKMitW^ybik 
■did:upon otiher >pi*operJliy'^ {.•(Ofcjaritedf tdy^is^h^ Nvlttiess;hits 
alfceadyitfarefeti'tnj&S'aiQeiwei^d/lh^asai^^ 

for the United States protest»:)agadaif^t[0ncaTarfje^*D^Si:;he-?^k>rd 
-fer^any such'purposei)'' •'-r''fj'ij-'.ifi ton r^/ ','!■/// — ,V''A .--V 
"^ 7i^s.4-*jlih€t>t« aliteadyigilsnsn fcteoiniyipeasonffrhat, ^iistiBkl^dlr 
#d3 exist why itf :wasiifi[(;^4»ti^ulaply >|]>ori>tyd <6ut:' ' ' " ^ • '-^^ ^^ 

«elf in'stmic]t^.tto/.sei^t f«)btto!aijofl'4hie' Oom{)kiy^fe' prop^HJr 
claimed by them, of whicK JJcftt wfculfl /jestistifett^ ^l36 'Vftlb^i^, 
^fald>otheiiS^>of 'Whlafc y©<ai)tiifflftlMrb'crt'ieiti'infateithi^ ^^ahi^?^- 
' ^ *;4n&.-^Ij hai;^b altfeadyj.etii^lMtW^ uddJ^fseoJod'itO' btel<3ife 
-iBStroctidu §t6m tM'^^ai^fj^^ :)ftn»]thel'TJJiiU^"fet6lte6,'tii tee 
v)ibfit of jny ability 'akld>judgm<fefl*>tb dierdhafr^fe the^ dutifes'i^- 
-iumbeiit tipoutme'diidear'diodfefinymc^ >'^' ^mJj o^ 

in/-. 202:4a,KitaaQr..a<jb(Minfeyr^ficth(^i'IiFuk^ M- 

r^rocted iyoul'n6tite*i9Ka^ttp'tli^^fit<at Cbri^ile, ^iuld^ou 
chlaYe; oniitlJedf lit 1 ip> lyoua^jpslIsM 

pany's property? ^ .1 '<i<j[oo 

' ' ;. ^i«w-*4^1:hj^ arttdwaicy^for tiKe'^TJaitedift^ bid'ift«ti?ikcted 
rm-hot/ to lesaaiipft Ity fw^^ushwas^ innlnhEwendeae^it- tj *j* j / M lo 
«> Kilnii 208'.vWDiH n<lt'youiaiid;{M^siHliGppl^kfe)andj:Cdrsc 
c^r6em)say4«ig' afltercyoHiaji'seefei thaw^e^-J^Widn/rq^fer^v^d 

coast?" 'Mj o'pi 

V < r ilm.^^Iithiiikiit' tbibtd^ifiadiwatftTfpdww -Hf-ddiiiot^ ^Bnow 
J 'that ithey w©p:M tdiffer Jwitiiiift'ig IiiiJOBifaio^';()i|thiQifc*itfiisriiQpyj 

same as I did. ^ llxm 
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Ans. — We obtained from the assessor a copv o|'the_a^^8s- 
ment roll for the present year for the.purppse gi* ^aimnc^in- 



Int. lmi^myif^myk^Mit<ilkWnH}^ii'y.on '^xed tlievalue 
of the mill at only one-third of tn^ assessmeiit ? - , <. . \ 
^S/t^.o^i^m^^diPpimk'kmi <:t«^e4^^tli'eVvalui' as'far "^ I . 
know, in reference to the mill. 




Int. 208. — Do you know that the ComMnycease^ to cul- 
ti*a8fetfe# iT)^it^Ma-^atA^iii^l^te'<Scp'fiorn te^rsayt"' 



^ns. — I do not think that it would bring pyfer that and ' 

d<«iwfcth»5ffi^«ji^^eiif#!fistm'tew'caf4tF^ ^ -''•^^^^ 

Int. 211. — Would not one-half of one yearts crop upon 
thaWte(Mti{^'t&¥ftaH^iiSJi^%^%ntfV^/'^""^~'' -. " ' , 
Um.'hi.M ^^l3odte*ffla'U?foi^M^*lMu^Alie pmce 0''' 

Int. 212.— How B 
thJ«[(larfai*Jr^^4«*'?f- , , r r , 



i?i/. 212. — How many bushels of wheat to the 'acre will 

.j*j[<larfaifJr'^4«*?«iB odi hoiw:noo?,>z ov/5rT hluoo ':^--'^^^_^^ 

Ans. — I should think that most of .thel^na mat isiPpw in" ' 
cuma^K iW'k^-mMiW^^hri'W-Si^Mi- orprodicing 

/ tw6a^:fttfel!W8riels^«^fli^'6eM'^- ^^'"'' ^' ^'''"^l^ll Z,-'!j!..^ 

Ini. 213. — ^Do you know the market price of wheat in 
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"Jnt 214.'— Dia you examine tne water-po\v^,j(^t,ySe^Ste> 

^f^]®^ .„ij.l ) i.ioo 15 lOSBoaHC Old inoil I)9fiir.Jdo oW— .v.uk 

ver/'th CJlarke county, did you consider tno Ya\\^fig^lfg.^}{§iJ^fBi 

^-^fea:-m;'^Ir; only in <^m9,?M9| ^tJ\,9{t'eRJP^$«)BEtea9 
Int. 216.— How do youlgj|^\Y i9j^fig^l}ifll<^tfef J^i^tfte 

■'Ans.-I w^^so feforme^jj^ .^^ f.nur^oixo ^t.io ^tc Hiu. udi ^o 
i^ei^- ortlielkrid office ? [jj^^ ^^({j o* eono-idi'yi nf ,v/on3l 

-i>if.2l8.— FroiA^infojrji^|y^,JJ}^^jr^ji,^^^ 
to swear thai; there' is a single vacant sggtJ99ii5ir.i^in.aftiiir 
mjles of yancouves? ^^^3 o.lJ in.It worivl'i/o-c o(I-.o(i2 .^A 

ans.-^Sopie t*^|e^5^oi^^j-8|^Cj§j^5Fgiaya,th toawiJ 

and exaniinea me plata designated un-enterf^jlftftc^-aodtlat 
that time a W^^^^j^^/ ^)ie,i^ftp^jyipgftMit.'ffi«e.«i(&t 
ei^tered, an'd',|;jsuj.g(j5e^j9r^ if^fya/^lfpff ^fid^r^ifciad-fiiotai 
setflers there'was correct. .o'Aiouboiq inirlt bluoila I 

.;^:'.2l9'77Wfa,tp,dfOjj^gjig)^^^^yj8jaijg^p§Clion(?Isatalfi 
how much Vd wiJ^i^^^^p^i^,^gg\^gfl,35^^Btf(^ty4bftiti»ew 

^Tiu-^i^'S^T'^'V^^utha bloovA ii JSidi slaixfJ ion ob I— .'ak^ 
-Ans.—l can't t'ell^j]|^Hj(ji^|yj9^^{y^^9gfe^^ffi^i»ftlTaoMljbI) 

**:Sa.*'5?a-^ ^'-"v^ ono -io Ilnil-9U0 Jon bluoW-.IIfi .^«1 

tBiA 2^0.— Could y^jj^t,iff^ife|}^fiii}l^iti^liJftlA8toteriJ 
infomiation as, jto^^^ p^§a§g|^^^tlfflj^bofci|feM flf^iQUtfef 
coiintry, ^y applying to the register of ij^^jl^ v<jigBC*{cMvr 

^W«P™l„it n+ ixjsdw lo elsilend vflEm woII-.2I2 .tat 
:a?is.— W e could have ascertained the axa^^^^^^ri^iSPliAdi 

aiid.not soldj m |oi^|)Wj -jo j^ora JbA+ daidt hluoda I-.a«k 
^a': ^SfK WncftW^iA'^M^dS^fflalJOfii wi^r.^00 

yoa liot seek it where it could sOg^gfi^ij fef^alaS^ B'^t'f^''^* 

Am. — I conceived my information quite r^l^g^jei^^iaBi^O 
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and more r4Q^Ml^'h^^M6i!ii^\h^'S?(lfti^ 

iw^. 222.— Do you not know Ifek^^Halt'tv^fe vacatii'land^k 
year ago in the vicinity of.^affcm^^r'B^4T>dbflt^pitdly'ii{Hng 

^^Btitet^^8^iic^IieiS^iti^a^tliefy^ps^ '■'.-: • 1 ^1 '• •;• 
toai^i. fe28.^^M%<[>ti tHlfMv^I Si^A'd, ThlM/dii'd' 'Pbiirtli, 
Cama)8Sa^¥iiaj>MillPE^4i^#;Mb«^^ Bfettler^j, atifl uptm 

'Bm^b(MiEih^'m-g^a^'^i^^ Itods-that lanl-aivatfe 
of, being mostly very gravelly, sandy land. The other'Plalh 
kMt r^W&'S'1tl^i^sia^'^r<^nil>tlf4 Mfll'tPMii, fe Wy mnikV to 
3fctf0iMin-PMil.ovWhil§t>4t^3!^^ ihoW^t'er, I was' iii 

company with a gentleman who lived some ^ y^ars in ^^Mt 
J^s-caM^ 'tiie^"^Mill^ Pi^{«;-'^8^"?M<*ffled" that -he no\^r' lived 

'd^Mfed -aii ^a^ >UW MA-'^cMki^^s mm^t ^Wet,^but con-f ^i^ed 
better ikWd.^J-^P it[qii1iM^^(^^Mfo''l<4dt'^Iandg( were wdHh in 
•^h^^t^prail-fe ik ^m^he\:^MSimf^m^^s^d Tie' diil riot wish to 
riM'ilhi^^i btitr^ir (knhd'enUt'mtidlifi'iii^ prMrie'that, perhaps, 
%fel^'&s^goo(*-'fti'li!^.^ y.('A'lHH.^^iyt4gc>ihg 'ati^W6l[^ aft^r and in- 
cluding "wMIi^^ati^Min'iPJto^'^i«"<rt)jkted't6;becatis6 hot 
»lpfeponfeit^lt^'4hfe- qiye"^!ibfeV<^^^id^%edtius« it'is ahonyiAous 
hearsay.) ^ Viior^-rf i-'^-^ ■'-' ■• / i-i; 

j^tln«. HM.-^MeHMjk ^'^<,^''tdi'y(^^'!fcn"ow'IedgeV inanj-^alu- 
iable-^lid'^i^Mtict&tef^J'i^^^c^YJtiieai^dd w^^ is rated by 
'j4\X''atnm^\^'<^W^^r:^^UcieT''^-^^^^^ •■^-'^^ "'- ' "•■•• ' ' '■ 

Ans, — I think there are some pretty good fertnis. ' 
'' m't'. -205.^^^*6: not' tt^^'Mid^ oJf^IiWe tod' Hester; upon 
- Whifeb l!k%re'' is^ ^a-^ s{i*w-^ill afld: 'gri^ti-hiill; ' alsd • upbii " these 

'>'^U9%y;-^Tli€^^^ii'pi^Veiti'^tity • 6(f^'thd^6"^^Mmei^s,'the mill of 
^Mt hmii ^^^^^ ^"nbt ' tak^' i\^&nto6ttiit' ' ']!rfr.' Love did not 
place a higher estimate upon the ktids' than vJ'el did. YThe 



m 

i7?<. 227. — ^You have stated that the land holp^jyi^^is^fi^^^, 
au)?ject to ii^yii^^ap> mmg^f^^l^^j^^ jm^^M ft>r-^rkul- 
tural purposes; does nofc,^ft<?ho?OTWiJftth>ft9gr^% itopOTRe 
a^^. produictij^^neps^ioifrt]:^, Igi^^lfgili j^^t^:PfifiVMfl .klnot 

pj9>ved by s4i,clp,-.^pp9i3Ml<mi b^tfpiit ip^^ |'^tfi§i^,J^ii-tli©,ktnd 
.a.sufficienjf; le»gtl|i;,qf[ t:JM^iitQfgi]^artfe)'inji[fti'e:/iti:ftp.p?^i^ 

inif. 228,--A5^9 .i^pjlj<ftlip||B I^pdp,,,bfflQ)fr)i^Y^ftea^v.ell gpi)d 
pasture- lao,4s,,^i;i,4 l>^4p< thflyi/io^^^^H.f (/yeveyiftip^e \ym hmp 
kpownthejpa ?,,;., .J i.w-l o/l-.v ffimi .uJiioo jj :iii- v -^ .ii.fiiio-.: 
. ^Ti^.— At/the [pr^9ft9jti;]ti3,?ng,[tJtieTflj^l }^nUM\\^\g^^(^,.^ 
ye^y little^ .o.i;i,;thQ3j]k\aiLn$fi|i^lu^^'ltPvf^#pid^ 

, in^, ,229»-:4 \\j^.^^n^.}Yf^^^ ^y/?i^;ft^§it^^cawW^clm$J^ ij;i^,}ftip<jfe . 
below Vap^oviyei^,,i^n5i;jl|i^\^t^ffi^tlj^iith^H opcujpi^^cj; ? ,,,. k,,| 
4^5.-1 (Ja, uqt[feiio:^ihpiw,jipfia^oirWi^[^>^ A? 4pcQ. jLjSj^fts 
first on those laj^a^l)flWrY^W^PAfft^;i)ti>® ^^mo(U3qpfte4 
as I understood,>y.thiR);:_^p4sQflfs![?^i^^ 
tkeir authority ;; svK>h,ferisi8*^^i?i)^?rp^?WPmitfe£[?ff^v - ' ■_ • ". 'i.b 
^ M. 230.-— How.Ji|ng.ftftqy,ypua?.^?^:i,y^l i^ipi^^p;^, ina^§, 
did you visit that region? (./i^-ii ,i[ 

J.ns. — I waa m,,Yi^^f^y^^':f^}^(^ ^xftTftoQ^fpia.i^Jowalnto 
the valley, hin:it,mi\yoi!^Y^p^^^^ 

possibly more than that beforeoI)TF^s><p?^j ti>^')[^iKl.s aJiujdM 
to in the question. . ,, -; ,.p-j onio< orn -'m-mI^ >!:['.ir 1- .••■,■••. 

Int. 231.-pWere i;i,ot theaj5,JMci^,|t^l^0R ^Vpng.,the ^i^ait of 
the Hudsoufs Bay.CpilOLpany's claira8/t>y>,sftttlpr§ii.aft'/er.l84j6, 
"when trespassing upon the Company's claims. <?piiAmeue$d,? 

Ans. — I nevei^heardo/any. diffic]:j}^:,>yajtilpi[f6ej:t(l$ts aud.the 
Hudson's Bay (^omparuy, ep^o^ptii^g tte ql^irpf-o^ 8r\m% iMt 

I recollect of iu that. vicinitj/ ,,, ;.,,- ,,. '. ,,.. - 

Int. 232. — I do not speak of difficulties, but ask whether 



by settlers after the lancfeOil^fnWrf'b^JtMQC^fetJ^ri^fbig^tf'ftS"^ 

below Vancouver, or anywhere in that vicinityJ'"'^'''*"P •' '^ ''' 
.*a^if2^!iii^Mh»£l*giifli^aV^a^<*'At'^li%'IMidIbEl(!>i^^'Vttii- 

parfy*ai'"-']f>ar«<^ayitf rttf'«i4i|)%|'my'Whfe!il SettliVsl't^d^S"! 
Mr. Short, first began to claim that land in'tH^i- 0#ti Wghf?"^ 

.•!r?4ii'te4[iJ^!lDi<!> y6W'iJo!'kfef6^'!$i&'t'th&t^rtiba''6!f 'tii* ll-adf '{ 
ctoa^a b^^'tliiJ€(fei4ti^WAy^w&^'tbefit^t tt^da -Which- efflSgraiife 
settled? ''^ "'"I'lJiO .'il^ Ihu: ,-))i;i. jIiij/. .•.,'/. ,: i^i.-!, vit r;,,;i,( 

/nt!'233.'-^±)iaiy'dti'-e<r6i'''kft(!)W''Bf'Jih!^-'{)ai-t''(}f''thy"Cottl.' 
pdi«^%'ti^<it bei^g'icTai¥i!ifea''%tetliy»' B^fo^tHalr-pArt w^s 
clliifiied ?■"■"'■ ''''j'' ^'-vmiv -iiiuv^ r.<'i-((i/'. i.mi \ u^ iJii-'j. •:■:■;/. .1!/ 

Jlw*.— I have no definite ''I'^kl^etiotf WSiiy' ptfrtietriaff"- 
claim, claimed by the-aii^fe6k^'^B*iy''06iipa«y,r'a^-ba<rtii^ 
b^f fek:yi\^by*8felkA'''<^"Ate^idaii fcltts!dft6,l^ktepl!ihg Mk 

Slibi'f.'' '''''"' "'"-^ '•"'"<. fe'i'Jiq/y Jli;^! 'I iJ'.'V 'j;,;) .'Jv'l.i iV/c 

in*. 236. — ^Do you mean to say that you do not know'^ffiftt'"'^ 

b^^'^iiW^d'bf fefeffil'^yi,''iie^^<W^Mi'.' '^Si-H- • '! ' ^ ■ '^' o) 1 . .1 i : . , . 
Ans. — No, sir. .iroi-n'mm.. ) 'jj!.! ao i^;i,i /, 

aHl.%t.i!^j#ba"6-^iM''ad'^^u'fefedh'iby'|)rbti^^a5ii*'-ABsw^ 

but one? V m ■..olut-^ 1; .!'.u> 

thl^Mny='iyelW^*itn«(i\iV4'i fWYi/uV bl-'^V^'niitebytbiftibfi* liO''-' 
occupy it without interruption by settlers? •'' i»J)vi .p.-; 

stated with regard to Mr. Short. Vj^^ijok] jim, , v i 

to%li<m'^;^fe<tltel'i[8fi^w}l!ltt)k'MSrrt«jp^ioA¥ •"■■'■ )""'•:-•. 



Arts. — ^It was occupied" by the Company or t5r,,J)ju^J5,jg%j 

t%t, tl^*y ,'v^^fp^j}^.RpRgp^}j^,i1;^^tj}^Jft1|^i4^}pgin^}^^^^^ 
m the question./- fr,j,)iy j,.(f| j,; vioifw^n^ to j'iovrio)injT v/ofoci 

_/S«/2|lir^lfi , jpuf, flp9p,^lfi(^/jfj.^fei9^^ifjg(yUni j^jed .$J?et 
yoftrdp »iot,fcnfi9f tba^„tbgv,Q9WSRa Y#ffi"i?;9fi-W^P^ jft^^c. 

J^n*. — My knowledge is such that i j^j^'^i^ffPi^-Qfy,^^^ 

4nty 242.-KA,Te/yQS iff <^li¥^^e^^,e^)^^'jiirh^ F^ft9l^a 
made by yourself, Mr.* Applegate, and Mr. Carson ?' ^ij.jjjiog 

^ns. — ^I believe in one instance that I ma|^^ ^qpife_e^|j]g.- 
natipn? iu refer<&Rcp,.^Etrh^8^,^<^^n,^-^ag^t^ipj|^ie_r,eport,j^^ 

Mr. Applegate, did not express your views, and youy^q^]^;^ 

nGi<i;B-ign it unl^s-jjt yrA8,Wfl^>^^d^j;„;f;,f, (,„ ^.^..r i...,^^ 

own report, that you might express your own individiij^jjii 

vi#S^"" • ' r'-it c'.: ur<j^ l.iii) fv.-'. ot fiivnii f;oY o(\ ■- .'nl-'l .^A 
j^^.jfs.r-^I,8t»te<?,^ft(^</in)ipj)pp^ <liiMii?.f9%if»P JYRW4 h^^^m 

quired to make<a,vi:rittC4i^tgf^'l^§9^jfi^y^.f^c^,j;9,0ftfl^?^9^j 

whilst on the commission. "" ,^,%, ,,y ^,^^ 

#^,,245,rr,T^V;h@.^i^^^^^r„^^4^{^9^j^raj!i|iakil^ 

such a statement ? ' ^".ono jj;d 

Am.— No person hiij^^i^^^ i).^,y^ii^^n|^;|c}^5V^jqgvy^jy^ " 

required of us. 'iirA:lo^ /cf iroilr>nri£,.tiii inoiUh/ u v.jnooo 

be more proper? ,,,oi7a .-iM o;t Inxi-o^i ilii// i.-urjc, 

myself, but also Mfi,,:9|^rf^,ftu4,^Y,/4jg)|l^fttp,jtih^^9ft)^o} 
we would necessarily be reqj^jf^e4y(;5^i^gl3u^j.t^ft<^fi|£.8tg|r 
ment. 

23 - 



the subject ?.oIJjjiJDi 9(f o.t h'iV-'j'^fio'j 1 ixult iK)i.tf}iii'p'iiff I.>aA 

corr«rfiijds^(|^of|iasrtofflae'^'(^rarty,eHara -im ■!/' ^ :■" 

fyiDgtoilbTfirii^IviftHai/ilflakj^ i^fj, biffi 

n . iiaMi^Iisiipqpp»eftI:3fffi7Avdultirfcei?t^ to 

isdiM'. !wie>iiadJ8ailEhioiid4<^t^t 'tbec)^mofaS'^^sraisd^fiitlnksr'^l»*Itfa^ 
Company. .t. • f <• / > '>'l oS 

.■ Ji»^. .MSi^^KWaBT)!^ Bati^oi(Dirt8peoTfuhobjdct(W-yo«TL:e3ipMi- 
tion tbigatiaper-ioffi^nihK^^ ao^ 

i'ediicseitke eBi|nl)raf the«i<?pmpMyi>fiMiodaTaagi^ dn* forkhe 
-valiieiof ftt'(qp&-i5O(fDC$idFlyibd0n^i^^ > '/ - :■• •- {[r;^. 

*3 ; ' Jin^-s^Theiofe^efatfofiMy^fff/aa na'iSli>a€i' pilipt Appkg5J*«-aD4 
Mjii GaiimDn^'fir^aloiqbifaifa, dllfofi thai into 
get witk.Efeferflnei toTrkhe/tdJiriba 'afl^tHe^'EQddan-'s'.'BayL Cbfcl 
pauy, as also the Puget's Sound Agricultural Company, and 
report the fact9^rii9k>wrf»\n^ohgleo4v\^ more. 

Int. 250. — Was not your investigation intended to be ex 
iparteJJj .iw'tpntrrfnzij-RRO'io 'irfo'/^fii yr;? rov iVnl'L' .[ .v^X, 
^ Ani-.^^Wea^imrtsosBiit byctSjeflttcMmfcyf^r'thbJEFiiiitedr^ikt'feQ 
40 th«..diffel^*-i^t'ip(M4 ^ lh0ratDfare)<Aifeii4iijhed/yireqT?re8tmg 
^Jtheigeltt» i@fi thB(,©6naffaiiy(tid» phiritoout 'afty iiri|i^dvemehte 
ithatithd > (CbBij)€th^3ii]^t)^laimvdiy bbdeari 4h'at-' ^iv^e might?! b^ 
able to report the amount df improvements 'i^i?iid*^it^';it«a^ 
•^hen lOallAifcigpopaxj ot lo nr/jhoo vmnrj ^oa (>\t ]--.inL 
fli JK^'26!kirfffisJtiidutjiitai«mrinl qonfi 

Mneody aaidiitejnp(5«roia*€«»d±aiibm 'tbedidi 

bfinaotiiniaj^TBaiiyaa^IIjyiMB.d^^ n Lnit ^^lo.-'?'/ 'Hi// 

-4n5. — It is consistentT'Xjffr/ xjidi -O'/uI p.'Hii;t7r>'n >.\\ " ■•?uVnoD 
:' < Mi. 'i2SQ'j^T^id^^p(m^Bks[iMaMl^ the im- 

provements as statec(5)'i«vt".)cf ac iiop.j]0'I oj.ijja 'fo'i ^.j l-.i •-.i^jQ 
,];i4ki."-^ffiBVBiiq srfiereMfa'^affiairad^^th€rm'.ir> V'--^ - '•'■''- 

Int. 253. — Have you not a strong iHitiid)earaie8t Ma^ -agalttwt 
the: claam'^fltlft .Company which prompts you to do all that 
you canto weaken and.iSbaiifceQB:.3\. elC ^'^^^rl^ ^c'lt' ;:.;i:*'I 

Ans. — If I have any bias it is not such as would induce 



mejto imk&\ai)j^ife]p)3tiiGebac0pti^^ 

and information that I conceived to be reliable. n:'0;Jij^. jilj 
•jidnti ^SA^Wffiooyiaiii'i^fecc&TZjaTt^dfc 
and rumors froiboperaoBS, itiOQIpof ooilLasihhai^^ 
youv- atidai?aKyo(rfiwh©de(>iii3ni)ep^.yolrcaiinTO 20\lEair 

and just towards parties ^J5^j9B[a3db0]afl&cftedlh^ 
1 44r?.^.r-*iiIifihaal(Jdiqtiplaoet)nlii0hvAv«TgUlyM^^ 
»tili$ss-Iihaj(lJj8033afeg9Qd(jiQftsK)3iirItQt/Bti^phsecr^ 
to be correct ,ii{\\^\ia^y'} 

\ : Jnp. 245<.r^What> i doriipen^tiioaiD^sfcve JrotB^ifeeei^^fefl, .oaido 

yon 6X{)eoty/toirfee0ij(r^vf^^O^^^^^i^^^^^ ^^' '^ 

'j,.iln^i— rl ^^eiirebeiyed/myiieK^fenfld^ 'todii$25 iiifeidbasifjl 
suppose that we K>xi^ls^'i.Q\^Q>'^ki^i\ygiXit^^ 
pensejBf ;^ tout j 1. sn^pese IfromirvyJiai';;Mri c Jlibijrfon> i fcia&-BaiflL he 
tvicmld >not! ;pay( me; quite if hab i)xabh^ilisdiiz^)p]]isev froin^]ae)titiKb 
I ileft haMe .aiK:)the llStti idtij. of i ditdj^unlsil I ^Bmii^^kad^dv t . ^; 

.: .... <-, J *»'.M^]j;r ii(;iTij^f,>'j7ni 'Jiio'^^ Joji ^iiV/ — .OCi: .^h\. 

Jn^. 1. — When you say in your cross-examination th^t'pai^ 
0f;iB3?;ain78i iliaAdilti'j(()he[,iiojt}(b<i)to aufcDvd^ ¥Kisc!©uwei;i"<^hich« does 
5otrov»pflt)\rf^ j8b3Cliiild(ibeu«6tim£rfD9fl at ^SdjqrJ$4G'jpiebaigiJd,ctl) 
about wba^poiopojrtionjofifhiq 640^an^aid6)yxih ftefei^<?v-fitatB 
^a ni^ariae •you;iriiltstaJai^yib^iiiLij3i(OlD0$ic{^ 

Ans. — I do not know certain or to -annfrxgrefettlicertaajlly 
w<]x^re.'Mi)4:RyaiiiLfs//line$^krBDp liikoxsdr^iifc^ifiJtal^Hi^ rjdr)V^ in 
the^•bott0nl^IagdItllat ith&iatidaitb^aaeD'areifimLeddieEP a6.'V)8iied 
with water, and it wotildbbieiJbiU.aMni^ipu^tioDl^^EluI'T^ 
consider as anything like that valueutiiDirtiHiioo -a il — .- vL 
.. jr»<J; 2j+e^&iithpoiame>^BUBltf)fiaI%c5fl, iBD^Kfcidbe^i3(.EyaA,'s ? 
(Objected to for same reason as befordj)o)/i:ta '<p, BJiioxirjvof'i 

Ans. — They are i¥€fi^yf)nmffliL><rf -tiifiDaaifa* plia^afflte^-of.vlkQd, 
and:8abgeaf teoroflmdaAioD^^ifO'it^ js :toxr iio-^^ ovijH — .8^1^ .^^^V 

P0RTLA2JD, August 31, A.iD->cliiJ8fii buxj iioiHiiov/- or iw. • u*;*/ 



J, C. Carson being first duly sworn, deposes ar^^^ati^^l^as 
follows : 

Int. 1.-9^ jtoiyrJfegS., Jtes^dowfife^iAttdrsac^^p^tion. 

Ans. — My age is forty-two years; residence, Portland, 
©acBgnn£;t{ji^bfCH{)»tffi!tt ^I^ai^eWfipjiijiaiijj^n^r/i^jJ^i^er 
and contractor, and am engaged in the manufactntajot^diQ^^ 
sash, and general building materials. .uff I— ./^sk. 

Int. 2.— How?]BWiigtto\3Q^fm tfisWed^mK**!^ .UaI 

Ans. — Since 1853. .')Uizij)l[qk f)-/-:'»I. vii— -.^!\[v 

-S'jBf^ -Su^HalYKiyotefetelgrfirfflit^ taftds 

ajifl limpardvemenlBi^ldiafted) c byl tb^ JJmi»i^rf9>^ Ba^ ' Ci>mpmsb 
at anj^iwjf/ thfe \p\diiQ9 Bftiaaif Aato Jtb^wwpKws^ offi 

80, state whicb offrtiifigi^fTJrhett jMMjtiwfeat^iii pofitfeeiJtioxv.^vtlth 
Yfb^tsu aiiddilidwq^iKsafeddreatiom rt(0jbji8ct€Ki'tQ^/as-^l#adilg, 
iii;eBirip€*Gnt^!aiiiifwteiagt«kidl.)ii v»n;«}iiinj o/ft 7.; !}.j>'j{ Tj/zoq 

J.ns.-r^(ha«M[jrieiJfa^ Wfti}f^)¥^ftlilB9 Ql(l)'E©rttf C6!vil,e^.|^d 
Fort Vancouver, in connection with J^e AfJ>pleg^tQ\rtjd 
Majarr JLi'Sx'iBirieaii8OU)iiriitjBLiiBUitk0)Ittfift sli6iin4)!i61th6;^ad ua&er 
the direction of Hon. W. Qi Jiol^nsonJjattiS)mfl^<jf<wj tbej.IJbJji 
t^ Btatesl) vnoqo'iq [xio-t '.ad '!(> fiih[ n ion li :ij;7/ — .;> ^ul 

Jn^. 4. — Look at the statement marked " H,?^-^m(l^Qdi'<9ddjjfct 
tti^rdajiosiikiil ofiiJ&MaiAlpplegate^otft^ii ^^ 
J. M. Bacon, county clerk of Clackamas county, OregQi)yoS5?I 
fihbwiii)(yo6pi8ta<pTvdri»J it Ji,^^d;/^ 

inrare^aneiiifeedife yeIirI)0HiadDc^.i'io(^li^(itfisi toinsllfia^jing^ffav 
competent, and immaterialj)ti 'ro t'ji3.| jjuU lyjiihd'^ no a .i^r^iir 
-o:dM&n+-fItt fiftm iHri*tftiriJ3tMfiimof)i!8>fi flwrts fSifod.,^iZ/acliwkns 
arrived at by myBelfiowdfag^omtetli d»^ Jjwi^bitoimftkQ/itc^i^ 
pQirt(.ctftTOyc0vy^$0'Aaf&iS(^*Mnj>'r^J)nij jio/, I>t^[-~ y .V\V 

part of your testimony iij ^t(Wqie^02j(lj(TJlle[,ggiift1[ip^.ia,^T]j 
j0<?te&t& aftllQ?«dmg>»»iijfefl0nsg^t#ttA^ j^^^)tb^in|c^^^ 
the statemenjfe^fff fjaBi5^c^,fe&bie«ft^|t(^jftp^ftw}t^<^(J af^i^rtr 
for/tha-are^Q^Wg^fS^i^ ltoutt)flft$fl> ft^iilii^^IIii^ftfs'ieiPy 
Company in making ?<^fitti©i^i^ol^t»f^a^j^fly ^cJh ^ijft^ 



the said deposition of Applegate, to which reference may be 
had for fuller stai§^^ c^ ©Iji^iMoiQ'^sa' above interrog- 
atory. 

: p.Yr olldi 

"s'>^;< ll^A'f^iydu^;«MisrS^o^r.silfe f BS^eqteomthfth^angpaxi^J 
r^'ftt^^iot^'i?J?oi/i;;iix]xn odl rn bogngnD mn bna ^'lot'jmtfioo b;i/i 
-4n5. — I am, .aliiiiojx^ffr gaibliucf Ir.ioivjy}^ b/tn .Arf^e 

Int. 2.-^lBjf f^efeSuiiv&iSltfaat feppei^JwdriJteriVolI— .<: ,\$\1 
Ans. — By Jesse Applegate. .8681 Goiii8 — ,vuK. 

^■kR(ti 3iI^B^krJtte)rlp»tt%da4mi^QafxAartei^ ,p&s- 

^ti^ttditi(jti^iaaJvaito!4]of)iiUl'^thi)'j^ 
Me Hij48oti?ferBijti<i$!iBjwwa;piit diipffiBtH i?«djfe&4 ijn ykmi^f rn .tjs 
ifiityifi^ItxiajJgsi ffiQ4iidingr<l)C[ oiieirf ja^garfeinto ibiLiY/ uuvp. .- & 
:?J"^.i4l^^iWhi;t^pl£)ji8 gi^EtooiibtiBa&ieptDarfcitolkhe ^i?iateiw 
power used by the Company a1(ihfeferlgrist«2iiliiAeapJ0qkiki?f 
I)ii47^)ii:^W^ ^'la5fe(I)I© QGifir¥^iriW^tieiiapi>ffi(thMv .vs^ iv 
i>dmiyW:^'Wil^ ti^^b^ rfiiy/ noiTODnnoD nr ^'isv;;-: n:'' rj ,"1 

qmt^^tid t<s>''ipt|&(tei(at3smlue8niloii? iO .W .aoII lo jioiT'-jii. c^fi 
Int 6. — Was it not a part of the real property claimed bp 
IfeyeBm^any'?,!! ^^ bo>hjim tiiomojxjis eifi ji5 dooJ-- .-t- ,y^s\. 
9'ii4Hts(.-^Th^ i%^e*ifiid«te?o ti^>%ijj3&:a;5«8ilifl;o tfeeSti > olpiha^rt 

b^}i«ftv6i';i'''iO ^7i/ij;oo ar^mfivluiilO 'to >Ii9lo y;lflnoD ^iiol>v.O. .11 J, 

va{urei.'df>i^all?4h^ fefift)^^ert^oalfBfflediibgv tiateo^jtamj^anyi^f 

when you omitted that part of it(?If>rxeti3flimf biffi ^t!(^t»:H[moo 

^xMmti^W'el^id 8te^ Md0fBtKrtdiatbj^j(8nHr mslinlStiejaake- 

^lt0dk«itO^r^f>TOtii^^ jte^Wat^S^ Y'f jji \>y/h'iH 

Int. 8. — ^Did you understan^j^ftii^jgfra^tfefee^ta/afflitlioife^ 

^ ^^«>b'niMJ>j^<Je^ra*^aj^§ttdllt a«()jfeaic«igrQ«itx(»ciy^fartclol*^<Hie 

pf^ert5^<dlai^M^tijPjth^©^'aipa%&i Xnomileot 'fr/0(' 'lo rinrj 

^'^j!>»ii-^lS"^/ni ^dfeii^o^«l^«^^4Mirfa«fi<8»f^»^bo> tiiettowet 

\k>t^=fe^ iiv\^el^tig«fefti!i§>ifea^M^n^M«^fti^fiM'i^>ii^'AiJij^ exit 

v>iSt^.^i9ii^t^y^n'l5S <M«k^^{i Wt«6*^lWil^4«^tislnbyj^ 



Ans. — I do not consider it fl^P^ft hooV^vjhiu] o^ T — .9.^K 

Int 11.— What, in j<^¥^mp£L^^%^'it m&'JffiiitL^i^P^^t 

^at'^i^^^wfeH'^^hScli ^ MW'iMiti^ iti^y^i- *ti«ka^ of 

^ri3.— Idonot ^^V^^'th^ pm^'^^^^^ 
-IffiffcMfeWbtf ^ *fry''6ie)ftfe«[l»6^'ifeMittt»tafefe'dF4ts-V&luei^ 
^^^'^/«;li^l-I^m,^e^y6tf ^4(o^»^^t<ietib^ib!* Jttdg^tttJ df 'fetidb 
matters which will enable you to form an opinioh'^f^'th© 

amined it so much as to form ah"^ithi«^*^f» tlie^.V^ltid faf % 

^^ll'ti^tt^^f :i]rffY^(>fi/l /iiffiifiv/ 0(f nov r»[n-7/ -.1:1: .VA 

easy of iraj>rbV^^iit,'feUrt'tfW^^ly'>i^llia^^ 
■«68 d^rrikM'f<Jt^ Wiifefe?^'^ ^^ hoiIjJ'ji /li n-vl ;()/-..>>L 
^^'^''iAf; iS;^WH^'lS^li«^fafi?^> 'i'^iupi.-M;.:.. ...t'r ihi'v/ f.M.'t-y.H. 
''^^>'Jlii«.-iiimyidin^''>m^H^bi^ tto fM/btit'^tbtik itf k Ov^r 
a hundred feet. •'-'^^>ff ^^ ''i- ' '^ *>'»'^-= 

Jw«. 14.— What is t^ ^"^tffti ef"fti<^«t^arAi^^ - •-- -^ V 
Ans.-^^ '^^'r^ife«"ii^^4iit^>'ffi6^'\trrdth^df#^*stY^ it 
was probablyf^WBifel^ M#^i^/fV^Ai-tt^^fe'tttyiflMe-to*^n^ hun- 
dred and fifty feet; I cannot answer defictlt^lj?*.'-' ' ■'''^^'' 
^'^ ^mt:'mm.m\ii^Q^i^ii^V€i iW^ fiiinti'MthaH^nfe^kun- 
dredfeet? >' Ip.iJr-K/l 

•^JlW.iiiil '6atilligt^iiS^\#»J ffi^f ^t/estf d« f;>l I ^<J6 ♦iffoti fcx>6 wt^ 

used for some years, as sworn to by you ? ^ "^^^'^ 

^?i5. — We were so informed by persons^IWi^ In-^that^ec- 

i/2^. 17.— Is not your oath in that respS^t-'bfesi^^f^bbfly 
upon hearsay? .v/otrJ :T'ff.»h I--, .^.k 

-xip J|.^^[v£-^/ij^i(.[ j3*io yIiy[oO tj] -[;^oo f)i[,t ;^i li-iIY/— .>'^!: .\>A 

^^^^^J^f/ igyi-if^i^M^rfiirti^^^ 
not been .WtfTd»'yftaife'iy%fe?6?f^'{ ^'> v;rr»^>^oooa ^.riorfun- hnn 

^ ^^'•ik^:'^l«.-^34!]^e^^U'i>6fefev^^t%^^^ fti«d4jtaifet 



Ans.—l so understood thej^ jf loLignoo ioa ob 1— '^.^k. 
/nj(. 20,— W^^jy^^-^K^lltefti^o^Sf^M 
absolutely to matte v^if^(j^qi;ftB^^,|^^M flJ|#e;5^^(^g. of 

that particular/ and *^wy{^(ftfef^^rji^k)y%!ft #ift<f8?^^&t# 
Pmo^?tTa8arHref)fe^&^?(lffill9^tJ)fi^ Joff ob T-.v-nK. 

c84idifto,?, .f. = i,|o fiji uric) ot uo-^ tjUlfoie lliw xlohlv^ J^'i9ttj,:ii 

i^nd simply. ati ^c^i^lffl^e^^^fi'iot o:^ en ijouiff 08 tf I>ji-'?r.'ii 
7^?^. 22. — Would you be willing, knowing npjl^ji^jOf[(^ 
im^tt^r-pfrs^aHy^t(^s^^^,^h^j(i)»e,fl?]^n.^^^ 

J.??«.— ISTo; but in relation to the{.^)l^it%)^qg,iij;^j^ gfliji- 
nection with its appearance ao^jj-fugf^gp^jlg^^jy^. jbe^^ved 

state to run it now. jo.;i \rj',\ji'i\A i^ 

Int. 23.— Df4j,jf^v»[«4VI¥^t^1*^fti^iMat J^M7/---.^[ .^u\. 
n ^f4y^v^Q,«VAprfbft''fea^(^^^;ftSyifo:U 2^1, ,„,. [^^ 

Ans.—l di^i^fl-ffjtob lov/ftiii^ toarrijo I ^ioot yi'lii hdj; boib 
Portland? . s r,,./] ],r,,5 

s^zes? ?£ro^ ^{^d ol mowa bb ^aii^o^^ onios 'f^rr hoeu 

-oc>H4^/^«rTrJ ^i Wffeiioaieq ^d bo/iriolai oa sisy/- o7/~- ?,'^.k 

in^. 27.— What is the value of a pair of .WJljir^t^pg? jfe?^ 
v8^t^]5l«r?geJ§5,?so<i ^fj^J:^ ni iliijo •UIO^(; ;toa al^.TI ^-V 
Ans. — I don't know. ?yii^/i/; ajJ i((VU' 

in^. 28. — What is the cost at Colvile of a br^apf-w^^^( six- 

and supports necessary to Wt/^\^mf^%)W^m'ji\ ton 
large difference between that and the worth of ^^](^55^^L 



could you fix the vfite0io£ttec[tmaiJwfe46$O<;jf waeiit^^iefeFjK* 

fixtures? .^iiiilii^ fxrn '^nnooH h» :^ot/i 

-o'jthSG-^Mygftdgiaefitiilf iJkiiiv^}xj^l(Xyfthi(^3Mv^fj^ ifoftlde 
of the mill was formed by information obtairfedi^lij tJlW 
Applegate. .Jorr ol^ I-.. *.lv 

JisInt.lSih-T^'Swi iMflfeknieta)'Bay9%Bbfth^t>5fDtt/*lidve.'iib .^iJdi- 
vidual judgment in the mattei^^^exb0pt<ppdili h^somkyi t^tdlfcj* 

J.W5.-4Ailtt3;;faidD'ie>c^fe^t[rtber/ iDriJierMaftohidMy-I ^lea&riied 
from Mr. Applegate. .mIIvIc ) tfo'-l iA-— . • Iv 

toj&iivML)— i>ifliMiuf)A|)pl»gatejqgp:intdtthel^^ .^A 

J.w«. — N'ot to my kp^orffiad^BT* 'ijiii'foolt 'I'it vnliawl Lri—'riL 
iu^6L'32i++^IDidIii0t/iwi4ifrii«^ tbabthe'.hfcdibwed fche 

mill for $500 a year, and was to put and keep it ihtr^paifa 
drirkigDhia'teiaenafeiiiaf^WiiltcSbBBtif^r.'. uili <\ )r.i\lf — ,1 ^ /A 

Ans. — I didl'nbfcdiftan^iarWaThiant^iniakB/ tMit :staj|jerii^iit^^ 

hntmBdsTstiK)(lbfth^t7Mb^iWti»nfcait'rhad'il8teeBitlfe tniltj^ Uie 

terms Ijaeanil'lfeMai^^. ;tn()(l« ir» ircxit •ri::rf'>/fi I'lirtv 1 .--'fouJ) 

i\ iafc ra3i-4-Bidi tjqxuBopartiinlatlyl * leKawiinia » Itbe » lttml4ibg»\at 

Fort Colvile, outside and insWeit^i ledblofeai^estj -,<i li .!i> p^oh 

O'lAflfi.-t^ffiidid. oJnra bluc/T" 'i^>i ii'j<j'ik') v-njiiii'-io iiA — -^k" 

Jn^. 34. — ^Do you believe at the price of meo^ifllnics^'wagei^ 
at C6hfik(^)ahdi<s>l ))CiM#,n^ kiatJsrifl^ls^.lhai^ey^/t&Hlf-yotii cbtUd 
erect a house 25 byixiSlblfese^ (f<>\iur^etwff^t'i4iighP-weattfer- 
ht[Hrdedvfpdi«ted^/Idiflri<ted:Jatdii{d(!Mm^ ^udf piaiiefedlinlSpiSe^ 
f6r>i$a^flO0^i ->.u['o oilt'io tr-.oD oift '<{ .tiiJv/ Lrrij ,7/ir-. uct -...ij >.ii 
;'jAwbiffv/E€au>fj;iii ot '^lib n 'il/iil trfodii 0>liij t'[fj«'7/ rj — .>.\*rv 
[)jr«fi'jS5J--fiAtiJeba(t^loe/^do yodviefibiate^la^ t...- \)\b T 

oa>4?»£{--4£E1ieiipdie0lgf 8Mln^9[)it] (i!bii\riib[av^si425i^eiP l^fi)0^r 
feet, as we ascertained. .8>; jnodij :r8oo Ln/dl'io'J iri i>lno7/ 

Int. 36. — Do you tqosHiiithi^^ g:ria4 ari^isihJBQaffslKe-li^ 
■on the ground at Eott/C)61vi4eo\5fli^milA&r.oMbI)an61d^hoik6e 
is, can be bought for $26ipet'll,600i?( oiU ai jxmIY/— .Ti .^^x\. 

.7/oi!iI ;ton of» 1-" , nK 



B'^uUilg) I'>d()p>uoiiknQ^g:^th)^fdi®(&tubfiiS(aiaKia)(g fifbeeavtiail^fi 

feet of flooring and siding. S, 89'iuixft 

orJ^4 ^mt3>^.0iQ«ifti(»)kttrfBWraiifc 3l4i^doHigf)flpqTl4fi-Q£$4taro- ' 
i^J^i gl|in3so?u'/]j(io aohnavioiiii \(i Jjemiol eGYr llrxrr 9 fit lo 

J.W5. — ^I do not. .otr^-jioIqqA 

>nit#. (ai?.-;^HbW(^aitjyf:fehiB^ef iar«)t)n:[^ii«r hoiMvgtttfl.toliat 
isj^rltlfc^ yjie^ii^jl AbqipiJqmises^afjjiijfn odi al inoirrglju}, Ir.ubiv 

-4w5. — There are about*DiS9WDl(J!jrc»fir ^&j^&rfitiailiaM«d.o 
UJnAi'AOl-^fWiMjy^m^eD^^&yi M5c6rth;i$8fj|)oro(iDiu6attA^.>.i\ k 

Ans. — At Fort Colvile. .oJR^^o[<[rf A .-iVl mo'A 

Int. 41.— STOoitdrfjthfeiexBJisde^dqc^u^ 
dressing lumber for flooring aajifjeflShigi vm oj toZ — .?.svk 
;il*ftt4tIMrfe88fediitff haisdfitr \jt5»uldf l9¥.'vvtotli)iflJe«t^^ 
tttfiosandi >tr q')'i>l Inui Jfj(j o1 feisv/ bnxi ^lijo^t /i OoC^, -io't llfm: 

J7i/. 42. — What is the co^Jeafcthvodfibtd/jaiBHi'ii^kidqsTO 
l^attboDiBSR; td«il3a>(iikntiTOithcliilimbfe^ I — .^'^^K 

'Hv^ithil (ttiiibriWrfejiiirel jioinei^WudhSv 
doors; I would average them at about -$8[e0B]li iJreare. I r.nnoi 
? J Z»*ijtf8v{4ftH(»arftl(mgrNra!rid(^it f^^^ 
door such as thofiQicd'ilmhiAi&khni baa oblsUio .oHvloO tioU' 

J.715. — An ordinary carpenter would make.biliiffile^.mixre 

tteiin«m^.tajdaJ?'iOxn "io ooi-rq orft tR ovojfod j/o^{; o<r — .i-8 .\u\. 

l>li>i^i)4r4<.>^Wto^;0nD3{i;adpeiBb3iKi ^agJ^Mnidf KozftfiOc^iklSO tfi 

v[>4tW;'TwTiife^iferd'.ifittoifflsfiVMjd'b pi3e)'fl(flfer»J (12 Or^nofl j^ tooia 

^1 J«^(i4&^^tKo^ Ibng ,wiMaJ(d[ it>tak&^iiffi^1^&^iwiia|d9iw)i3iiohf 

as those you saw, and what is the cost of the glass dIOCMvSle&l: 

Ans. — It would take about half a day to makfiBsai^windiote' ; 

I did not ^niafeigJiiastafefOGkiloT; <ifc\»oiiljlibe[wdAh--Ek^tlaiid 

ptbii^i wi(t^r;il;$iQfiport^til(ad) atabdeckjxdhls'tglasikiqnotK&t-hetse 

would in Portland cost about $8. .bdHiiil'Do^n ^yn a« .PvA 

,iIjiLi4^.-f^i<Wiasiiilmihe pDis^^ 6£i^thmgri no'i o(I — M^ .'^^^l 

Od4o«I-eHlIdantl'JMaw[4hfiripi60ecjAt/Q)6)vi^^ *r> biino-i^ eift no 

Int. 47.— What is the ]^id<^j<tf'i9ipe28 lol tilgrjovf o(i mio ^ai 

Ans. — I do not know. 
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vK^^p^rrTTT^Jie Bl^%mg.i^. ^iyj?.?^jTiP9w deVrr^bFr^^w^ b?ve 

Arts. — I do not Know. ^' 0(iu,l -i^jii 

Ans, — I don't know how much was used on that lioq^g; 

' Int 51. — ^Do 3'Ou know the costs of >.Bfi^tft[tapdj.p^,ijjji|t 

^M!^?) .t^o/f'^uil oill bi'in u 'i^)i\\'j[\n 7/Mif>[ ^.11 ■t. 1 - - r. 

Ans. — I do not know the prices there; it would, be P.i^iit- 
.^Wfl p-kje^wfithilirfightoaddicLiri. i '? ."./ «•' '•'' . 'i' . \ 
;) -^nhi^^^^Wti^Jtvi^-^^iv&if^^ Pdrtlamd *0 

Colvile, incdodtogJMdjaaii4»wiai«iT'Oa(irifiige8 . • .!>t. _>{ .7/i> 

:;i JktiiSiSl-trDfcl^jDll kiii&wr(thfiiW)ag«Btoifftp«iiife©ra at^OoIriidT 
Ans, — I do not. .'jniq ylijiql'nii'Kj <.i />7'>ii'»<f 1 ,-. ..j.; rinLr 
OiJtZTit Hj^^-l^ceiilrhieiHBLlxidt dbimi>ei^fi dtt /tbart: Ueusei^^ and of 
^hfttodtesf^ijniptwjil&ir. ol;i8iii iJ07 ^d ]);»<{i-f)^,'.ii ^viiii. at.i '■\\\to 
Ans. — There are two chimneys to thehonaia'^iitith ood&e 
?jlfc^*fitei4oh^tbBilt^;»fei)Wf©TOfoBDfaed^ by/Mn.< McBbnaffl of 
^^lilwrt^tfioobiegranjOB dtOj(thfer farllirtittterfi^-iihetyareuatdot 
twenty-five feet higlbiir/fi{o«['|i; rji'»'.;'u[ 'ti-Mh '{■> !i"i..:M!'n)i/o 
I pJ&«^[&5i-r*iWbat,8^i^fciiir( jnftg?9«ht;iik/iihej'C9()srti- of^.^tkose 
^biyi^iyajTsgiO'il ouluv wdi 'Ici 'jlijurit^/j 7iii (^u .'•.mmm 1 ,I)!r[O0 
T^'ij;^t»SvMtI»-^TO^ld)guMg[|J£MXjea£&.lljj >loot I : iiortihii.)- t.io-. 
in^. 56. — Do you know the priceiirfiijdJflfat'Cdhritel?:*!! ot 
iio^^te.fttil (i$)[frw)ffcffr>zo ni iio'/; 0'['.)7/ ^iiiiol v/oll ^-Ji '.^svV 

rant of the value of so much of the material used, th^ ico^ 
■«f dlani»»t>ai;tationi ofi let abdroiframt tfoei ifcitto^-^Hi jliife Av,ag^ of 
iac^mfiMthelJnfeobfenifetfmei^essffllrag^etopfl^d^jcduW 

at a result at all definite or certain ? :r.\r\.v'r ,ftK 

.*rl&4:te.^Kbbrf*»ilg[rtb©rjpEfa5ie piritbelfrf}n55ipali<3ptick» us^d, I 
didol b'Lba\d^ alleQW^(& amtogifidiai im^ 



I was not acquainted with. , Vo^norl ^lull '^^jii 

'■^^^Tk/j$8:^n^^^idii 'tm^himmf M^Am^f^fi aifi'fi0t^Kiit)w 

the price of transportation of lumbef'¥f6Srf m^'^SimikdW^ 
house, and'Adif^fer *^^c4&fefW«^Vil&a'^tir^^ a^^^25 ' 

per 1,000 ? .v/ofi>l :toii ob I— .-Auk 

but my estimate was based upon ti8^;^fi^e^fe#HafliWM^ 
iaillfe'.'' ^^'*'^* iin J)or;j PM'/r douca Yrod'/roiiyl fiiob T — .v,$^K 

7n^. 59.— Is not $25 per 1,000 the mMs^ffi&^Wf 6hm&6h. 
teniber'af'th^ttSHs'*^ ^^^^'>'^ ^^f^ ^^c>ioI ijot oQ— .Io .^s^l 

Ans. — I do not know whether it was the highest or'ibwM; 
pH*c-e. " ''i'"''^^ ^i jOT^d) eo'ji'iq Oiit v/oii>r :tori of) T---.H^\k 

Jn^. 60. — Were you informid?lthatti]2ciii'iubibef!'as'i9 fitritb 
'belueeidiiii! makinfg 'do<ifrs)(f ild'^wifid<ri*S5?iaMtf6t-fi^fthi^^ a 
dwelling house, fee^ldibtt)ohitJaraettiatI<dDttft'^^ .jlivloO • 

Ans. — I did not price the diftereirt)rcji£llitierf> df-4«ixi&er. 
Tbe'tinilb€fr> BnMirJwithof0i>';Lj<BGiTn3ii6nr/^<attd flti^hi4g-Mmbe\? at 
that place, I believe, is principally pine, .ion oh I — .^\\k 
'■(> ^^i'Sli-H^Hahccitycna fa^idd^ dCitteiaoidginil~«cte* (tfi^he 
other buildings described by you inside anSiicwitgid^tlietfoft* 
c»"'L4n»»--++rhxtTO:iinrf.r>(ij ()\ p. /;)fiinfLfo o7/i oin o'^'nVV —-.•^wK 
'ir iZh^;'6fl.^-^id/.yiD«d jfaatoe'iny^^jedaJiie^rtbdt^^af^th^^aflfa^^ 
?©f"Mther of ilie?n:iae4l*ty^t thbnctb setfia(rp;^i^>'ta{)(^bf fa^lhrwijr 
examination of their present appearancd^iit ^->ot r)Vft-7jii07/t 
o;'^ji^«i-^jiteroifesen4t[iagisftK[, bffiiijiii^Sc:^ai"^^Mlj^i^ I 
could, I made up my estimate of their value tvoxk^&il^^^i^ 
sent condition; I took all.dhaoti(Wlt^fealrj:|^dd0ffie(Jti«<J«^ 
• to m&iditfcft-ii^amStiaut&nv'ji'Kf odt wofiil uo-/; oQ — .Jw"", .lii^I 

J/it. 63. — How long were you in exam&wioj^) ihe.^l^en 
-baii'dinga^ eisqliidld^MteMi^BomElid^s^u^^iMQ^ 
-ly^Mi?i!: J"^'.n fiih'jhj/fi uifl 'io ibfjilT oh 'to oijIj:jv orft lo Jfir^i 
i ;• ^ns.^^I hx^faffr9riiittii?eittoifideiWuisIiiPinakid'g^>^^ 
cOTe-ment^s lahd)'jqfetegj Iljut') DQlade^^po audi addedfittof feitiaiati©3 
afterwards. ? iitiil'ioo io ojhiftojj II/i jr> .t[nH')'[ xj :^i5 

I Ji&e^j &t>U:d&dripgfifir|itotihifer^ ^srpiotfttljQ^iii^wlHng.^fkMr. 

given to that than to any other building ? 



'9m 

ment of that than tiX«l)i&jl8tbjerl)0Be)toaiiHsiBllixji odi hnl* iio'jt.i 
Int. 65. — How do you know that Mrs. Hall pRr'dlMbaediim- 

^Jl^W^t^O^^mftgttaaialfiJs*, ftaiyiieate oi f» )'-aioo 

Ans. — So far as I know it 18 ^n4jr:firf)ikqiD9BH'?ayi..»r7ifij moii 

Jw^.JftSffwWhoa oMw McBcBwld{infoThiddi>y6iij Aat\lthe 

Company imuSt 4tjMiedpfe¥/t'(tK)iliiisDhabe)ita'«»J>^U«e»»fNs^o 

^(^(fl^b^'/to^-ctidtfjiG&tev^idid'ih^ 'jaksigQ<^ vsfivon fdfT^is^^ knd 

what was it? .o^Lnj^i: ion m/j I .li<'^ '>iiriu /li-ia'p 'jilt «t 

3oiiifetfe'^n(to{ tiQt rreafaamikBijiwte^^ i ai^i^ed . ST r^aSon 

QtJbi/^JlJ tj'ult ij5[[j ^7Ji'>]{i]j5'j 'j7it')nlKn(j ^^ji J.iit; -.[.•••; -jJ; lo 

Jn/. 67. — ^Did he no€ «agKthatr;b£k?iai«BDa[Df> foequieiit /escJitie^i 

el^trfiM) refei;enxi^(it6)Igold['>flifiBotieiie8tiit'iwap im^bseibl^to 

fe^«^nita>ijfchj(iri3iontrtetfe,«r)iw<Daid8ltd thati Effect i^ii Wi luv^ 

-4?i5. — I do not rememb*(r(ii©iwrrttiatihB{didift iti . m;.I/; oAi 

hi^tiiQSff-^Dod^dosilmxtlj&ayiiiheLlj wiagias.'iWere ffloo- ,hTgl5b\tfor 

farming business ? "ioUnl/f oiii \^' huii ?[ 

\i(Afm'MlXxyinti)imyirmp]ieM(mj\<r. >\\i u^n IW) -^JI - -.vx-. 

rrMti}^9iit4l!Mih^inlbtlMh(ykin It(hatl fli^/ IwiageBKctf i icarpoiattofll 

^d teeohamicfer wa$il|lQ(af4aii2fv/ ; r'n-.n v fh/t -lo /rnilt J)oi 

^W5. — I have no recollection of it. .y/j^ joiifur.) 1 , ^i-d/r 

.91^. 'JSOf-fdCdd '^oiiTjT^ga&rditbiKjtwBeBdilnehtririTAfe-^tftStevftns 

county as indicating any true or corret4ifvalad-olf/the-pafo|B 

erty assessed? /(r>8 jOiMt.:t> I- v.vk. 

ti 4iW.f>^^ «ftiato atn^H^acaafittf^anlj^'XithiM' -^oiib^.^'^ .h4ve 

as much faith in the officers of that county as any olhenJiOi«[ 

'ip^. i&Jmf Bid)yxtaoihink[dt q^efciMfofpi^/jyi^ )pi»j)oie^^£\elBti- 

mating the value of property ? .'\n-i') mil o^^y. 

Int. 72. — How then did it happen that ^qittifike44[he*valiff)^ 
4fr((iiQacoMiidtoertly'Kime^thq'4rftt^ .>.ul ^ 

Arts. — We estimated the buildings as it stands, withbiiti 
aoy(j\^e3r}-|(o(!p3Br. i'lr.q tBo-giftt odj -uii \d :tofi c-J-^.l^. .\^\\ ^ 

Int. 73. — Did not the assessor estimate ifiiijuth^isame way^- 
but for three times the amount ? Jon :Ai\[iU I-- .Hi\ k 

av^imSL dtifH//tddili(iro;qblBtd<f7HBl)didic8ie^/aiiy-^^ .h^e 
noticed that the building wafeiy^g^jBoaaRdrdaoayAdiu-'i '*!/ lol 



-9iZM*io74.-wflDa)jycraviD®t8kiroemrfh2&tJ(y0i^^ 

report that the millQ«ja)sfe€9980dra<ft$lig«O(» nr>i[t ^pAi '\o Uioai 

'fi{JihsM^7S''mq Unll .p-iM IpaH v/oad rjo^{; ob v/oll — .gO .^js\ 

^jjxrM;>7i^-i-^d^m(ja\y;cHa^a(tBe^ifeKlefitf^b 

ceased to c'u^UncalpiHtJsdiTVEhit* ,Mi&iirfaBifi>fiifii'i*8«),^a§«^^ 

from any thinjf 'Bxafeprtidiiia^feagr 8i :ti vwirA I 8>b 'ixii oS — .^5\k 

9iWras:t^It.i8f^o4)^rftdfaifhfefarao^^*j*fe wMe HOiIMbrmi^.-^^^ 

<vIZp^fJ(76;.^H*I)efflel?^BeoAfi[oB^I^IO(i*tWcfaJ^ fkrwi ^^nr>qmoO 

I)/iii??«i+44-Ilhfe inKjpM iipoBir^darM]iQ6te9dliiei*joivdt/fttflpJ^ 

to the quality of the soil, I am not a judge. ^ :Ji exiw ;tcilv7' 

of the crops and its productive capacity, that that lifid 1® 
&ilifly'w6iith)iinatDVer4hffiinrjtii(2&tfliltajc^ sd biOC — .TO .Ni\\- 

ol-4rfWj-r«*Tiiflt pD¥tidns'df oit'XiHifle#)fo^ltWa!6ixj»,i?iiO"r AmhipiM 
worth nt'ore>lthalRj i|liS§Jana) mca!«y43a*itoakiiigiflifl)tar^fc«ig^^ 
the whole, in m^ibpiiIiito|rit?ABfcu)4dinofn9'i :tofT oh I — M^K 

u>ini'J7li,-^M(mi)m\Ki^ihf limter^caltScratiaDAjIaAB-Wiikt^i;]^ 
is that of the whole ? ? r.^^oiipjid v^inan^'i 

^r^s. — We did not measujrmSfeatlcpfirat^^juMirtert'^ 
laiat.txTOej«' inifeimf^/ibyiIMiKj[MDl>oilkMi^ 
ted thirty or forty acres; wlfetfi^DO^*$:i««y/^iAf5ik>'Ofi k\i§ 
whole, I cannot say, .:tilo iiorl'.ioHoooi on oTxi/f I — m\^ 

efi[otoi^ivfef olf 'thfllothd^QTiOD -lo oinl \aQ griitxjoihiir ^n yt/iuoo 

Ans, — I cannot say. ? Lo^r-. >-.yj] ^^ho 

OTfijfc. ISQ.i^How laitay'^hea^JiofeTBrfejxtB tfcitte ftsfiere-WiH it 
prodnodf<» /<n3 di; yhinoo :tx;/fl'io h'loo'Ao oiit iii iflM doum asi 
- [ l^?i;-^I' .cfaoDfiioii fe)a3i9i liJef idiop tool atUoc^fc^d) iS-b© ^ -bor- 
age fair crop. ? ytioqciq 'io ouIr>v odl ^fiiiiim 

Jn^. 81. — ^DfoesiLj.iiBEtn^hptoparfefjnb^bi^^ 
gorid/ci^dp^iof ihaiyt ^^'^^^ noq([ud :^i bib nodi v/oll — /iT .Vivt ' 

Ans, — Somfe . pactaaaoaay 9ibtteif)'pd*t9fi»r5[ltoc)tbii<i)ksipi&t^' 
Mly;:!/' .,-i.ijiiia ai eii fc'^iiiJ)liijd odt boinmhao oV/ — .?^uls. 

Jw^. 82. — Is not by far the largest part .•capayTK>trf//ptb'S 
4iJGingigo©di&ayi?Ji oij^miieo 'lo^eoaRU odl loti 1)1(1 — .oV A.s\l 

-47i«. — ^I think not. ^! .rjinouia od) soaii) oynfj loi lud 

oMl. 8ai-^How)ilb^[)diiUy'6hMdp;oii)ikIfeJWhrtb BfaA^irm 

for the purffjQBguofilexfemiiiTpg^'it^r//^ giiibliud odl Indl Looi:^on 



Inl, 84. — Are you certain that yon stoj^^^^tpgn^, ipon^ 

te§ffftal,J'?li«.?I?Uno7Kl en j;v>h:inJ.H.iH,7 1,1*1 -..•■. . A 

Int. 85. — ^DLd you yourself get pfl^ ,9:^ ^5?'9;,^K?SfQ5.''^)y^® 

Jni. 86.— pid ^^pujepca.i^in^, Jl),e ■^^^fif.^pjlf^ 

j4.na. — ^I did not. .:,:,.! .-. 

^^?- .feP^py-^'^'^ri?-^"!^- ^^»^P?ilA'^y( i\t' f^^ ^ ^^^ T?.cii^Hy ?, , - 

^:n^?^]A^^-.^h!^i i^M''''''^~^^f ^^^^ ^^''^^ ^w- 

pany; I Ifexamined no road dr bridge, supposing the Coipi- 

tojand around the forf at,C6lvile»?i ,, •;. , , 

Am. — We rode over the road in the Compa,ny s ciaiDji i^ 

going down-to t|i^^fj)rf^^^^^.aMi5i,C9;xtiijg}b,acb. .. v' 

Ird. 89. — Were'the roads goo^iJii^^^fO.^l^ep^ff^iise?, ; ;>_, • 
^ns.— T^e,^rpad^^^^.a ver^j^^f)}]^,^^??^^ r/)^mo^,of,,(he 

way. " '" " ■■,;^^ ., /; ,, (^ 

-^?^;„^i^X'^". ??\1i W '!l{?^.79H,5^fyP; ^^o^/'^VAle,' w^re.^ou 



iiot"coinp^l,Ied topcxamine ni«.Jarid,sp.^^r;,piyou dii(|,.e.xgi?)\ne 

ii'8imply%'pkss\ngiovypJf||':,;;^ ' ;,:_,.. 

ray, and the crops upon ^t, 5 ^^„,,., ,,.^,.,„ _, „■, ^ .,, ,,,. 

amination in ajra.a^nji^,r [^o^ ,l^\^rrie(i,tOi^9i aJ^IP^? '^q jastii^/^? 
^i¥..«?Mfft,.i l.iO on) iKill v.T,n>l u,.'/ .,.i, w..! ! -- ;-] - .V 

beefi Inore deliberate you would have,]|f>^e^^l;|^^r.ji^a|tisfied? 

Ans. — I do not remember x^y^^P^ JM?1 It^^ffl'^t, |^\it I 

think if we had taken more time w,§i;\Yp)il4)lsa^-bgW ti^^jt^r 

.fi.')..j-'l'j'{/_ :\\L Ttf io^ oa[ii sji.y itoiTj.iin'jliJi .tx..;T— ... .r. 



m 

prepared, and our report would 'IfaV^ ti8eW%oF§iavbra61eto 
ffie'Unit^d States. '^ ' : - '' - '''' ''7^'"' .^'^^^^..^^ 
Int. 93. — ^Did you not make it as favorabft^a^'^ytsibibfrd^ 



6f'M 



all the information you could get ? _ '_ " , 

Int. 94. — Was not your object to reduce the claim ^r !-- 
Hudson's Bay Company as mu'cli ks p^'^^iM^.'^Sq ^far~ds rou 

Arts. — My object was to arrive at facts, as neOir OjS I coiila 



ascertain. 



by def^eA'dfing '4v6ii'%ik'^ ^l?t\V(i44'Mf 'MV^rsr:cqii'c4W#' 
gMi^V >'i! ■_.;)■••■!]■; r> ,'j>;!,iitl -10 Jiij.ri o(i liOiiiiiii./.T r ; vrinq 

Am. — In comparing the stat^hSmiyi(i?'di':fem]t persons lb! 
fiife sarrie- cottnitini'tiy/ Mi iM^;i'r\^^^ {|a^ ^ jYJirtJie jState-. 
ment of a sworn officer, l'KH(^vi^ 6f 'ho^Better wai^'to make 




made no other examination of mfe Va,na.\'^ "" ' ''^ • • ^ ^ ^ 

l^rf* ftii' foi'''^uMk'{feh^'f{it'^^(^'^^ qitVlf '.^^kll "si$e3"^f'M 
fort, as a tact, merely irom nearsat ? ^ ^ 
J''!l«5.-i-JA'Mi^W^?4iRh5MJti"^i'^''M^e^^^'f^^ 




Jmf. 100. — How do you know that the Old Fofi'x^^'as ^oM 

ifl' 1860 ■'f^y''^m^iim&^UMmww^k\^ok'o6:nf^^^ 
6ii& 6f tb^6 m^ihv^tbiikkt^i^wmmd; 'imfto^bffoxi 

'j^jj^i loi^'i-iTsiid'fesw's?)'? °'"'^ ^-'■'^'^■'^ "'^^^^ ^"^ '^'^ ^' ^""" 

J.71S. — That information was also got by Mr. Applegate. 



Int. 103. — Do you kno^ i^-n^^ylfl^iRPT?^!?) • ^^^ ^'^^..PjC^ 



I 
are 



,:s all con cur, in, ,the fact that businq^s.is dull there now. 
jmt.lQC— -PiQ YOU nqt know that IjargiC aniounts of freight 
re landed there to' be torwa'rded to Montana, Bioj Bend, and 

Alls, — I know that freights are landed there, but not .«> 
quantities so large as formerly. ^ ■ ^ ^ . ^ vj 

vicinity of Vancouver is vacant and^subject to entry? , 

Ans.-l did not. S',.,v,„;.„,-, / ;,;:;. ./....,.,.;) 

to swejir that there is a single vacant section with,i ' 



counV, the fand olf wBi<^ v<^|j,^Tj.^^^ va]p,^d,af,,p;n^,1jy,,(5^^ 




to the Fourth Plain, and including the tip;ib^r, land and 

tH i?;)§^^|]§}9^'h>f ff>%!;ii)fL,p™i' m^^^i^^'m ^k^'^ 

Int. llO. — How many farhis ar^ there j^n|th,e,Aj^jll yU}nJ^p 



which are now Jhrown .put, and fimall* nr irel^S wire^^ffi^ 
ing 6H'tK6"'grSuii"" l»*'J *"^"^' ^'^^ ^''^^^'^ ^'^'^^'^ I— .'Sk 
/««. m.— How many fajrms were there on tfS^MfeM*! 




hpw'miic!i'%Vt?*^^M^di^yi-w'f4 f^i^i^m^kii'Myi^"^ 

■itober ;'' Wl'^P't'^'^elMll*»^r^aa^^ feS^liaSled 
"liifi'arid apxf f^>'^^^^"<->^^- ol Jjolrixiyriol 9a of oioift bo[)iiii[ 9'in 

Int. 113,-How,iiianv farms ape tMW^W^^g^^^^c^ciila 
^a^ii'^ J I--' .oj^').i!j bobiiili o'l/^ e)f1gr9'n Ixiiil 77on>[ I — .^s^k. 

An^.-l do not know. , -'J-^^^-^ol en o-nd oa .oijftnm^p 
i-n<. 114.-H0W k^ti^''to^^fi.^e"'ffie¥8^^iiWe^T^h-'¥pil]n ? 
^M«.— Idonptknow. , , , -o^— .Mdv 

■pi . r, /MHO uJ j"«ji<ijj8''J)ni: tiiijo/iv 81 •i9ViJ09nji / 'lo ijhihri 
Jnt. 116'. — Were you ever pn these plains before ? •'L'""^^'^ 

Int. m:iiL^miok\<m^ inf ^gif^ Jf oi'te'idiiiity'B^i 

fore, except at Vancouver ? •*<^" ^" ^ * 1" • ' '* ^^ 

iR^'^n^'''" "'■"'■''^*' JiJii'»;Y gf^nia iJ ai O'loib :tnifl ■[ivju'i q1 

Int^llQ.—lrx estimating. the land.s oP^Mmiokiif^^'^ 
ninety cents pe? acre, meTS«itfea#j^#?fe^8tt.<fi!icl" vc?tf feny 

^ws—Our opinioHy"Me^^^ag'\if W^^^^&ir6m%m 

i«ipri'es tli'Ml '^r^MHrnrn'm WT^^m <fer -Bke, 
4iia-bl'«Bs3r^M'dii^/V^^&'m& 6MeMs wm"\&^^k'^^ 

ter'siit-'rd^'fl'd'i^sf^^ S"'i'«''^"i i>«^ ,-'i"ii1 jfj'iK/^ o,[t oJ 
•'-ik^. tmiiiMfenW^o«'fl>d!#d#'tii<5^i8iigyi'^i ybU 

al^fe^esttiSfife'wJte^AiaA'i^^tay^^maigFm^^BMt^ 

• is not base«[i-llf i^^^^4iyS^5{y,^^^ftfiH'E-^i!^'4btf'^ 
tire^'^l^i'<4M4tMAiife'&'^3^'^o'ti'.'^ "'"■'^'^ X"^mwoII-.orx .i«l 
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paring that information' and the lands ?an^l0Hfcaltion]iWi1ii 

^g^^y\-^n^^j^^e\{'d;^i^i^hliS[^)^ tip my opinion. 

Int. 120. — PJ4yQV(^?i^ ^'yi.pp?tiJ9l.lt3hat lalQjdiwestitJf ^an- 

i^W^VAfi^ 4 Wn* )tHft iriy ^1% >tbe*J(efi ti?iaiii»iug Ixdok txlfhe^ Qath- 

ifefiQQjJi? I.' Jj^'^fei^c^^fi *"b'^ aPki^etjsf»iQeTW Ibndsfjaol mbim&sig/the 

ten sections named in the r&pmU <i l) J' <|i- .iin ' i !- i; ".• 

J.225. — I did not examine that part. ..t-n ? i > 1 - >Mk 

Int. 121. — Do you think yQvi)ft?<^.q^8lified:,< fromiihe sKght 

examination you made and the scattered itiforii[vatioi1\you 

zVVr^AiMyr^^ ^t^impteii(ibenva^U(ei<)C»15©,flQ()/acpe3i'of larid? 
Arts. — I think with the knowledge of thie icouatry »tbat I 

^IjS^v^j ajtjdLji^ff tbi?:;P^cQ% Qf,,|a^4^7iui Joeatidns mor<^ favoi^bly 
situated, that. I am. i/t - 

rj ^Ir^,^^2(i>.^i ;fp^^ i^^n^itiik^U^^^ and propbsed 

to sell it upon the estimate of any man who had nervrep/seen 
*\%, waul4ypU;l?!e wUU^g'<^ >rplj>ttpom We judgment if hexmade 

;.pnly ?p,.iAVii9^iP^§imii[ij?kti0p:ag yQiidid,;and.oolyj gathered in- 
formation concerning it in the same way. m 

}o ,^]^.^t .f^^Vf)ie^{ih^%\ laudy I would be willing, to '«^1 it 

,.upoatJi)3.<2^ftim^^ ,Q^;,0«ft;<M' m<wrfci in>eU' who were 1 considered 
competent judges. If I owned this land I would be very 
[g]i^^,p^r■tfi^^\]l^l^vie^ isMQ.b^vj^is^t.itjponiitr (The laati-een- 
tence of the foregoing answer objected to, becau«e:it is not 
rl'^fppusiFteitp .l^fe^^ftupitipfltja^d.i^ ^niirap^rtidentgtnjd.-wdun- 

^) jljary, , .^tpt^in^pt lof, jthe wtw^^. whojia x fcerteflfter . jequiersfeed 

Int. 123. — Would you not expect a competent judge to 

make a full and fair examination of7th0.|)remisesl w-hi«h he 

^^•^^^fi^^c^^cti^^e^X^r^^t^)^]^^^^ w^uld. thfe yiaking 

a very small portion thereof ^ej t<3>j;3iOi} a aatifefaetoitf; erami- 

JLyj^^^TtrS :«^o,iiiJ4,9^gpc|3 .^(pjoinp^t^pfeijudgO'itO) jnate-ati -ex- 

3 3-TOpSbi9ft: ^^ii^^tovyLtQ-Mrm^ ^»d if- 1 .b^liey^d^ him to 

. ,t^ ixfx]^^rfi^]^i i^'^Oi^li l^e-satiflfiedfMfith.his jiudguaeat, ■. , ^ 

Q.:r Jf^tr^l^iytr^ 3(ftU:,ft)OJEi(iuttoi.be:.!^isit^d'but a vei:yjamall 

part of it, and formed his informatioti^ato theibaJaaa)e0fewn 

persons who were strongly prejudice, Md:bitfei{ly Orpjiosed 
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i t An^.^li a|U pi^tfes 1 W«f ^"p!>ej^di<3e<},'-^I ' ^h^lfl' give ^ fedt 
verj^ little-wedgbt to.ith^judgtii0te^ ifi'-the (j^di^j -- •" ' ■ ■ 

.oow msed by Love- land' HGxt^,*dti^ fdi^ a's*,tr, laid the Oth^r 
for a grist-mill, upon this ktfd!?! ''•^' "• l'"f::i^ -i. ■ - • t 

Jlns.-rl did not. ■••'■•] !■.•' f "■'■:•■••:'"*' ^ •' i'^i' •'- - '•- 
^7w^. 126. — Did yoia eeo them? '»'■ "'' '^'^ - ' '' >^ 

^n5.--*I idid; " ''•■ - ■'■'* ^"'i* -''•:'' '■ (. ''^' ^ ' •'' ^ 

IfU. 127.----What value do^yotixiilittrpdn the ^wBter-pbW'ir 
iat^the-griBt-mill?- •• ■.'••■ ^'•'•' -! "i- -i!.^' - '■■'' '' ' •? 

:*4n^.~ I considei^ that Wat64'-{)dwer^' situated* 'as it is, ftt^a 
very nominal value. ' ' *' ' "^ 

Int. 128.— 'What do you'^o^hfeidfe^ the power at Love's to 
))e worth?- . .■ •'• I ''•"■--' - ' ■• ' '■'•• ■• ' ' ^ 

Ans. — ^That is a better w:^ter-po#er than the' other, but sit- 
uated remote from maTket' as. it' is; J cfaniiot pla^e a cash valtie 
on it. ,.-' "i' -^ !!:::•...•■ •• r 

Int 129. — What do yoii cbnsHef the wortt per aere of 
Ryan"s claim, lying nextabotie Yuneoiiver^on the Columbia 
river-? • ■•'•■■■ - .i . ■- "■^> I J ■•-' ; * • ■• '> 

'Am. — -That section; may- be/ worth from ten td fifteen ddl- 
larsan acre. /• . "■-- :■ - ' ^ 

Jne.ilSO.— Do y^u not kubw that a portion ^6f that claiA, 
or the claim adjoi'ning abov^; a1 -the corner, baek from tie 
river and farthest from Vancouver, has been' sold at $10'^ 
acre? • ;■'• ' ' '*•■,' ^ '"'^ *'• i '''-' ' ^' ' ''■ 

jl?is-— LdomOt'JinbtV." ""■'^'•r.nur,/^> -^hA '•.!!; i ■.'.''I. 

Int. 131.--^What, in ^youb: judgment; is thb' value of the 
claim aboveRyan's per acl-e?' J "' u '•■■»{ ■ "» 

Ans, — It is worth from one dollar and a quarter to !&f e 
dollars ^n aei^e; iomd of 'itvI=thlblir;%AVoii'th<4icthing. ' 

JnL 132.— Do ^oi botkficrwitikat'Kye'&old'SOaeres, of the 
upper portion! oC this land j tifaabeted' anfd' without ithproX^- 
ments, to a man by the aatne of 'Fritz 'for $feOO within the 
last four or five years? ' ' ' ' ' [ 

. . ^w8.-^IdoJiotfcnow; =:, J ^-;• ' \'" '' ''^' ' 1 



SOS 

an acre. ' .o-iou ffr» 2?: -f'* ^^- '.^i^oo vz-i^ 

Arts. — I passed through the ?uppeio ifclid^ (jf ifij^idi^^offcfe 
loa^i «iftdftiH)5cftbef gaiftifcohq- eKaoilnaltibfli^^^ '^^'f tl— /'^^tw 
B ao&i67i)86J-tf'AiiItebati fvilire jperj itoati'/d^') jf oi^ ffik- Ihre; ' BH6ft 
claim, the first below Vancouver? .v^^-irA lou 'J) 1 .*nri le 
! bds*«/-fdllhftt^da»^, MeBthlfrlbdjc]by|^IIdid•W!^lex€lSifo^;^nd 
that claim was put in the average ofllUiieotb^f^'lfif^dsr-^-^^^ 

jTlU^pia&MMin l3X)no^tpteaybm^Ite8thndte^^6t-it4 Hlal\i^by 
diMel£ii: ^m\i[V)([o >liio in: >.ir/r haul oj|t 'j.. mm *'f.M| /.--/^ulv 
iIiifll«i&m^Jcafaiidtf>0Sii&4id''n[ab<iiiiniinO'it s^arfet^ly:' '"'' ■ 

that claim have been sold at prices ranging {r^ik'fht\^'t&b^^ 
flmndrajfl^/dqUiirBRpdD'floieiSo/; Lib lao I -v i'-'^iM-- .<.n -^•^\ 

Arts. — I do not know. S* .)ii.i ti..!'?'i*'i 

ji ^i&^.ta&t^^BidiJ^otijmfeit farift/eaamittie ^oi tlhiM^ j^olt c^ ^ti- 

mate the value of the sedl)ftf^i^c«noilfbMoi2pttl^flnk^av^>'^^^^ 

Ans, — I did not visft.tity'B0Dra3^A)iI>es<»ifi«t^'ftie.i»il^eV>kily 

in the average ea(ni?i9iteiv8 \ynifi'.i\ ^/i'm{i<>i(I o/^^ •.'['.— .^wK. 

loliwftniiafliftHiVaairyon »ay(ijlh6t%ariiHiif ^tJi^ o^ersTcif^ tt^^ten 

SecfiO!DtSi;hrif<l)Wt'V!^c'bU¥flr>J oy/t hloiv ii/i.l,'/ >j»'M;: .m'..1 1)00> 

.iijihSi-Ht^lIiresaorn dhov/ ;>J or h\i>no .1 /Isj.' it J :o/ --.-.*\K 
eolTi^*iil4£b-f^tliSha?t<,[iffli[Jj^tott jiid^fatot,iis {tbfef ral-tife^of ^^knd 
?pe»Kai^/)*^ieboMH tyfadilefe 8twaj/t8niaoorff)haly^'/p6it tft^^:5|(^, 

when hay is worth $15 per ton in tbcrcfidUffri uf) 1 — /^^h. 
floi-Arf^.-rt^Ii3fl«fafirftgiTOiiaiD answ^ito^ 

aB«tM04 ^i^iiirf)tbfi{firaElrlJ)lbne J^TUfc^ocdfi^i fevttlei*>'«tta>^ 
a!rot{kttowf)tbe'xii^BBrcn^ hd^ ft^ndsl a:ii&^gtaib 

ilatodb97Sbd)^/tiife (yti\Hffiiirf](}ia[J^difad* writridLdepc^id^^'poii^f'lle 
0OiJueidBii4iieda2>d8aiajoiiiM|Lg hi9thpjflai)a0jfiay;ii^^.wbfeih(ii*'ilfie 

land is timber \2ini^ve!f&i)mtdrJaMS)d^iim'i^^ 

Int 141. — ^Do you mean to saj^thatyouiil^UYf^Ujte-tbWi- 
eni^i}rjtliH<yfiluH)<#.hmdlHiht^ yiiBl6b9amaM(pMflitt«6ihfIe-bf^30 
eih^ricBc, ^IgwDOk oiil3Cftctf4fad'>e»peiifeiofiI^|]ftfcie^f agd^Yi^^^ 

two tons of hay thereon ? '' jnluv 

.fcooilooa noi odi fio k!y^—-M\h. 



may yield two tons to thd aicJ4,'k»f ivrfUdyfciiKisdf I'^iM t^dt 
^^()fi^t45Qd ^ro3ioiLTSiki^eY^lai^d^xBbo^:ra^^d/^(r;^^^ a 
few cents over $2 an acre. .o dc a& 

'ttKIo^Qn$,]o|MjJ tbftbeiaqipj? oift ihuordi b.r<Hn^[ I--.v.\<K. 

Ans. — It is smdfitoibfiiias gxiodiaiaj lariftj 8»t t^wif i&i^om 
^aHispie'.^i Isiflbdi^ itjucti )wiuffitiierJ<{t willarrndaiiy ^yieldctSvd^tJons 
or not, I do not know. *i -vi mcmui/ v/oloif j>.'ifl txll ,(nii3b 
i ,, . /wt, 14a^wHofw] ninth ctflbdiafadJBoW .^feasilgboaifeiryiNl^dT 
J.n5.-rri4tfe0utitoe-faialfi'> 0';i4in'>7fj oiir nl -^^MJ ^iw/ xni»:i*; nidt 
V . ;-^/i rl44.rr-)Wb4fe (Wil8;thfiid?8eriptioiJoqf th^/c)tb^'rand\l . 
Ans. — A portion of the land was an oak opening, aiidodie 
other poJftip^.yiBjaa opon(atid^bitofceih''^^mQteiiA^')dbmeNiikiall 
f|^l*|[;i^ii . w^s, sl^ugh^. Jsacidv .ai fimalbfalmighi >so^^^ t&bdughvthe 
ipwfif ei^d,Qffit;t ''^!i ^ifj;'i -rvyn'iq :iH [)!•- U'>-m[ ^»vj;,' -'fi.if . rnrft 
/w^. 145. — From whom did yotiupnrahqsenib; iwfeeri^ianfl 
for what price? . .7/oii>l to i ol) l- . -^.f^ 

I , -^^♦'^J :^ottgSht->it • oiii eKeorftioniiboFutt >t}ibefel -y^M a^^ it 
satigKfip(i^d6HiAnd-.<^fdaboiiit>|fi^ftft&>o« e/fl *lo ou\\>r oil'} ^ttiiiu 
,sJwtl4^.-rrlTQ;whom>didjyjoia38eUiitiJ>^ ro.r F)!!) 1 - -- r. 

-4w«. — To two brothers named Scaoigginl^'i o^i/i'w.i jili nf 
„ .tJ§2L«!-. Wr-rt©^ y-^ii K(bfaik/i$aj«JO ane acre ifisV^ttiraJvA for 
good hay lands which yield two taByj»foh«y^tor(tbe'a«ar0&oe>a 
-4.W5. — No ; I think it ought to be worth mojse' tlban'^tiiat. 
l^.jj ,j[n^^l4^^,tr^l^(i1JmMvAl3^s^f^ thai7th®ipl«flSrt-eiil*4nt^5^ice 
,,^f\*go^^ h^'J&ddj^oBriSauykis ^Icbidqs lEltvled9ti$iQ^pietf>ae9q7 
J.n5. — I do ntftlJtaifemfj in not -loq oI$ ift'ioY/- gf \ui[ :i >j{w 
' -y : iit^if.i r3)4fi.]-4lf { twOj i|[JBHat)asi^7onBi ar^nfergQ tlw»daodle» .thMen 
, 9e<|tiJ(>Jl^.aboM:t yatBCOBmei^ andl(|htexfthfiftde6iriffli^ite jpuiebaae 
it%^^,Vi^iixmSi tba jicie0itiy/b«{J)aia(tHiyoi8^*S¥b^^ 
been. vfilUi^ in. jJul3tic0 *fafih6tb'.i|)sirti«Hjjto di^in&c^di'tiBdt 
pmoa,^ b9>$iegi = 'y cf ur ; ;j iidgiiieiii ^ofbd* > [fiiB r: [eGraminB,t&0D? i < ^oom 
made,.aiMlttl^{ij»fori3aatiottrykHi/aHBb^ T^.im:' -.1 I uA 

:. ^-^^if.'^Lwpi^lji i:«/ n.nr /ji<i ot niieni nov o(^--.i^^ ^.\1 
. ; , Jni. l$0>rrrDid f yoJi) : ceicfelve/ abyifiji&iailaltian; ifromt ipurfias 
.^q^ppyipg;: t^etiJ^^jt^iKiiiwpr^laitoiiigjAo im\ili^ fiiBi:Aotiia 
value? ? iiujriL.dl '{i^^^ 'J'- «''<''^ ^'^wl 

j1w«. — ^ITot on the ten sections. 



Int. 152. — ^Do you not think that they were much niffi^ 
capable of giving reliable atitf'ln^feWji^irf'^A^rrtiation tW 
^^sdtiy li^iH*'yfe^r^i4i;ihll^^''(:/istHht;'dAd-ll/(Ali^r pM ofke 

&iiutV ■' ""'I *'^ Mii'i 'lu vtiiijM-/ -Mil III -i:" n- i'|.- ii'U ij 

An». — They may have been, but from my kuowle^^e'Bf 
the county itself and that surroundii'^'it, TVafe'satisfie'd.' - 
. ^'M ■ ibm^lib' • %'xi fe'6afn^-tK^t- '^o'A T^^fe ' saiisfled tliat "i^oa 
fijtA§6t"ffie'iJfi«J''liW'^tidtigfW'?=' ■"■' '* • - "■'• ' 

Ans. — ^I mean that I was satisfied' ^cr fettii £tii 'ijliriidh' aiM 

Iw^^rte'i*/' '■''"!" '"1 •"" ''•"'• '■■''"■''''' '^•''"" '■■ ■■ '" ■:' ' - •^■' 

Int. 154.— If you-fWWiffeft'eiJ^aibly'i'nfdlJmfea'bJ th60<y;tt- 
pants o]fm'^'latta;'HHat?/i)dMdh^''o^it/iatot('OTt5ii^ in"\he 
aggregate to onfe''fhdti8^'il4"k<?f'ed'0r'tipw'arfl^,1iad'b6eri bold 
M'pm^i'h&ryiii^ M>xti."$m tA"$lO0''p^'a(^t-e, U^ld"^at 
information have influenced your judgment, or would' '^dti 
"^lI'hkv^ttf(i\!igHtftot'tTfe*'^hbiy laiia'W&^ W6rfh'onl3''#om 

fe\irto'fi^4^6naf'A't<ira'6i'e'f"'' "' "•"-"!• ' "i ^'■■^"< 

^'■.iinsi^ltmilia'laVa'tJh&fi|'^aiUy'(iy^iiif6y v'^i^lfttlfet''''" 

Int. 155. — ^If one thousand acres had been sold fo'r'SBOf, 
^'o'iild 'libM 'ffiiit'l'dfe'^otofc #^ ikHtr'aTdflfe'' bf iiig;'^ grfea'tfer'^Viee 
than the higim Mlfe' V6tt'tliW'tipbh"tliyWH61'^'teii'sfe6tibn4 ?^' 

l7it. 156.— Were •^'tlBratiftj^M4a"tmt 'aiiy'piiHf'of'Mfe 

•*"B'?: li5'*!-tiD{(!rV'd'AafeS k^inqflMefe bf'dWnkps&f^lots 
»<Jli'tU'Jtb^«§it^ MiiiWSk'mel"''-^^ ""V. ■■<!-. Ti.J m\ 

Ans.~-I did of ^a*ti^(^?^Af 'iaMfi1*6!4Fii|H*^(^4iffed'W6t^8f 
town. •"'" "'' ' -■'■^'^'^ 

.4ns.— A Mr. Maberi7iHM(ib-1l*'ei4ri''(!ie'Fbhi^'!IPM'?ii.'>'''^ 
Int. 159. — How many lots does he own,^'^i^'Wwh&tJV)art 

^^i\}im^%km-^\(^ii(M-"'-^'"^ ^>'-'^ ^^"\ ■''- '^''i -^'^ 

^■'•Jik-^^^i8fe'^tflWB''l6tl''thUt'y*oWi{^y''6b^fe''cferii4r 
^fiJn^ltii»tB^'^TOWifl»iiiiHtt4K^'c^«ttM'^ferl!?<Jtfof'<i^fe 
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*P.Wft-,(Mii.i -y\'yn yoift indi j[(iii[t ion 00^ oG— .Sot .\«i. 

public square was. in the vicinity of the settlea part ^^i,|^i^ 

tP^ftn')lv,nir^i /fit mo'il JrjJ ,no9(f gvr.fl '^nm ■'{^arlT — .ajtk 
^?H«iiT^?iS9fl.¥^?fP9^i["rn'>Tn;8 iKift bris IbaJJ x.im;oo odi^ 

as tlie value per acre of the 1^^9^jfJ;i^,^vgQj^^fQjgiji4^ jljjl^ 

Ans. — Upon a general basis and the prospectivjj^^f.§.^| 
-YW99.WeF, Pf^fi, ft8i WrWftR^gi^P%-fer-;fox 11— .tc.I .5«1 

i.i4¥--^Iif;^feP!^9stevM%.p9uif^if;^,gf(?fjn^o^,j ofjl-or2T.B 
p^T^^f.,,/, .^,, j;if,,ivy(n;^ •irf'»' byj/iouftitr ovjul rioilj;i'i'«)hix 

paring prices of thirteen or foi^r^^^g .^^^^,jj|^ ^t,jjip,f9,jj^ 
indi^affi.ti) .^e, J^f^;^e,^Bfifj^5^^jlf94,.^e04,j^\R^|„^ry 

..«ffi?<^jrf 1,1, .H i..,Mi f.Bii ^;rj'JI! fjfl/!«IJO([t 9110 IT— .cgI M\ 

ii^Xm99W'mMMrW''Mit9'ii\\f^immm^t\d mu a^iit 

Ans. — I do not, but see many emptyTiou|,^jj^^^y^_£C^15^^hat 

say on Main street, al:^a}^y1i^|^ijjjl9<^ft99r9^^t^§u^a 
feet from the river, not including the t)uiljygg^|^jreo|j^|^ 

Int. 167.— Do you knovoS!%^rjij%?[p^?igjteti>.?^^P^(fr8!>e 

i%^:^¥^¥^^RiSm%Wm(^^Pm?^\9%l lo bib I— .'irtL 
Am.—l do not. ^^^^j 

Int. 168. — Did you inquire frQn^pjg!^^^^ glj^ajj^ou- 

ver^-ffrfl^^jfyrfprji^^pgglj^^^^ .^]l A— .axk 

.l!ai4Mtf77'tW»fl^*«v/o od &oob &)oI '^ii/uri v/oll — ,()cl .iftl 
Jw«. 169.— K you had learne^j^-ftjg^^^W^^Oj^^ejyjjtlji^t 



iSW8fW:^^^Sim'^^l9i<^'^^i^^ lidsm-nito and 

the reserve? Ui^roi odi ni ^AiV)ifV) /{ru\n\i 'J«> orxit« 

$700, only, each, amounted to more than youi^eBfenkte'trfiiw 

Ans. — ^Yes. C -"* /itnc. 

in^. 171.— If, then, you hadPfltfi[#nfedr<th^^a |)c6rtloB of [the 
town-site was acliMfy^wm-flPfdW^'/Aaii/theAfrbeleTdstii^^ 
^ ^(^"ttd <flW? 4^ik)fev,6«^llo«9iVbttt/<lot3rodiraettB byJtoy- 
ing your estimate would not be changed? «:^ m muo* 

^"Sl^i^riii^^ii«tf'6^ teii*«^rrtl(firt/ariy'fifty/Wo«ki cadbe 

are taken off ^" ^'j - j.'" :, v .. .( a'.. J 

Jn^. 172. — The question w^©^<S; te tof ^bat ymi «hdd karked, 
asyou h^v^ iili^a'i^^*tlit8*ft©^^tWd(^»fai*^^ 
T9tl£^Wa8'^iAii«y;'Hvh^tli^i> iM^iv^ii© ptowtt; t(y jybik tha* fifty 
blocks of land was sold for more than youff>?eatiiinit^iafiflie 
'^mi!4o0m^'^\m(A6^mii^m,^^ t^tlW eh^nge^Hit^-ebtiiriate, 
or still insist that the^dlv^tv^i^nfy^Wiiirtll ^SQianiacvei?/ .t. 
Ans. — My opinion of the lands on the towuTsitrf wasvitode 
up independent of the imj?r^^ii6»>texup4)i»'dBy.J)Bi't.«xtlthe 
pection ; if all the improvements were removed^ And ^tiifeji it 
could be proved to me that? flft^M^okfl^ddtSd-lierlsoifSL for 
$700 each, I then would be satisfied that I had>^Fed?.i4.my 
^%ikofe^WItfi^Vdfta«»4h#*^&8lr4ectfe^ m^)~A^^l x^l 

Int. 173. — ^Do you mean to5g»yj^frtri^0<w»pdldifix tliQprioe 
'%!! ^iO'-m^if^^- thfet^%4»¥^oQtft^iMii^jiili|io^ reaferva- 

oJ miini^^^»-&^Kfm^k9df^Q «i^Jvdluft^^l]ind»:oil(ait(li*&a- 
eite without considering the value of improvement»jas ^lAfing^ 
^^i^hoi^ M lf«ftd?Al^4»b'iWMdlL tMi^ i8'I(>^fiy^J K I . ^ nl 
^iiiiojtfis')^^ cMs^li^ri^th^f ^^li^ibiitldi^^iupoftiaiLv bjbaki.i3n- 
hances the value of the land of the next block. ? ^jr: uoil 
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&ur:y6u! mate aiflii)B.cefittoaWfe\7^dSfJ^eC^*pi# 

state of improvements in the town? ?07-io?:ut ed^ 

the coast, and comparing her scattered and emg^, ^]^^ 
JteitJ*fOtbeisft)w<iQrs^tti%ovHfe»ty^[itJ^g f^^^fjiJd.jp;foffffing 
urff'tsontduEateiBSiuo'^ iijjxf J s-ioin o1 botnuomfi^xloBO^'^lno.OOTj 
Int. 176.— How many empty j|©BSfiS<^3aufieB9y%i^a^^ 
couver? .eoY— /6uk 

• ll^7%li--^•wdlllo^tutev!^^7Il9»f.m^yelc#* S9ft> fer^^x/^^ 

count them. ? bo^/tcffo i^d jori blrjow ojxiiailes inuv -^jxi 

'^dlntj l7SirUWhUAQtymitrrimi)Lih^ WiMi^d^qP-S^^l^V 

how tnany you saw ? jfto n-»>l -M oia 

\i;jAA«i^I hav« allu^^ JiQyr/tbi&^l(iyfMt/^o<jR|ii^t^^ij(j^^ 
a>f' dmpty.jlab«Be8n(r^ iuuli o-ioiir -lul i>!oH e/r// biml Ir. h-.I')o[J 
,•> tifiafi.i480i+^£)ajiffyd» Jsm«W ^^,m^'M^t^^^9m^i ^hWi^ 
at ViaiiccmiveiV(l& jfOur/ia^rl^iwitvtU^filJyift Uidl l«i>^iii '! t^ -o 
oI.i^jln^jT^Yes.ifvvur oi(t ico RLnr?! odl to iwhuqo ^^11 — ,H^tK 
'c;i^T/tol.ii8<^.-^I)id.ypUj8W)4teM8<^^ jiiobiioipl.Mi (Trj 

ii fiAAs.^YjdSy7nif!'.)T o'ff)Y?^ fet<f:)/iioT(n((f{if orft JIi5 *ii ;ih)rJ!)oa 
i<4ifaift."l&2L4tlDid)yotD(86fc^ft?iiidt out oi bovo-iq od bliro3 
IfiiAnsL^lLehrAi I j/jill I.'jitp.ihja oJ I)[r;ow nodi 1 .ibjio O0T$ 
Int. 183.— Can .(f<S)toy^«Jgfl^Q)iJb^^#|fe^>tbf[jpfH:^§foqfr(^^^ 

i;v iMsi^HLtt atmiiiLnpimii^eoffi$4i^fPi^ M^Mw^^i,!^ ftp- 
ticedthree?(lriffo(iWri»irti^%ft(f*te9}iiit$)i|fe%J^^^ 
inftrBri,' mdi offlfi> «teaJi^tiiie^/b|ti3fc0fi'li^ Wilff ,^W^^ or 

mor^/an>^jne»febb«J?^PSkftb'^iQ&^(gi^§Iftft 
^ sMd fnotf (cofinfel tte^djIbQiK*^ olsMl»8iliAr^,ftob-^P^t Jt|^ to 
^^niiii'li^flios^u'jnfjvo'iqau 'io oulrr/ odt ^.tiriobianoo juorftiy/ o)fa 

-xifianiftdtif wliei»(.>2'oife^ja{b[th<}ref)i{w^l»{ jt^eWftiWo ftuu:9,^YRcant 
houses? rJi»o:j izon yilj 'io biiiii odt lo oulijv eiilj hi.Oiir>i' 



Int 185. — Will you state how many buildiflg^itb^i5^>w^S<^ 
on that side o£)^jjl^}5^?.,[^j;i jrrcflo ^'»^f;-) f-[ v'" »-- >v^K 
'i^>4!^*iT-M«lfi'?>^tjjQPiaf^ti |t^^f,b .^U)<qr s.^^io^.the 

Jn/. 186. — Were not those buildi^g^nffiitu^t^d.pq^^Pl^fj 

overflowed during a very high stage of water ia. tl^a Ci>li^C9f! 

\l^\v^ boviooo'i jjov 'jYiiil noiUv^.in<{(\\<n ti::i7/ .;:»;r \y\\ 
Ans, — They were situafed north ^fp.^lji^.fir^ti whacf ;«wg^ 

know whether it had been overflowed <>;i:'.4ot;.tb^..$tif^^ 
were dry when I was there. 

Int. 187.— AVtoS^nOt^th^^ffifeuHt t^i ^50 fixed upon by you 
as the valuja per apre^of .liat land, rather as a xesult of, an 
agreement Detween you, Applegate, ^and iiineari^on^ ,tUa^, 
because ,pf any definite, kn ' "" ^ - ^ ' x* -x ^ t . ^- 

•i'jV7< .1 '.Ml L an ^-;'j:f<r hiiij iriii] 

-d.n5.-rMv luaoTuent wai 
Dim ]^-Ajun^]u^ bun Jjuj 
with any body but myselr. 

J??^. 188. — Have yoUrUot a stronff and, earn est, bias .affamsf 

you can to .weaken and reduce it? , , . . , r. : , 

.^r?5.— ri have endeavpred to make aid my estinaatea im- 

or v^l'v't ^ _'i(;r.';>ifliiiujru .Jna Viu;'rL,ion*'/;..f <- i-.-T .[1 xOiTl 
partially and winiout prejudice. Ihe, jUOnipapy, has .oevqr 

wronged me out of a cent. '^ ^)\)i^ \^ uiL\L—^^k\^ 

.■^ffeHJ§P-.13'4i?foT3'^^ ^^^ proprietor oi town property in 
Portland; if so, to what exten^^gl ,1 '^:.y\s^^ .w;A .i^/.ttho^ 
Am.— I am, to the extent of from $6,000 to $10,000. 
Int. 190. — ^Do you think that a report or estimate based 
on hearsay and rumors fronajR$jaiaps^An«»y.:Q£.i^^ 
unknown to you, and many of whos^^>ti'*felte^>eVeti^'i^u do 
^»0isj8efo^Ifi<!3,d4tfidU'i»B4 :ija«t6lfeWi*r3a #>ftriy^9[owiliy/^TtfiiyIbe 
i^rwtosl|yii*ft*(9jrt^d'byjte^Ire^ojt(^^^^ oili lolt 

AolaitfeiyUrttald[*gtue^6fiat/8ll^fyDinj'iq(a99b 
^fiCftilldtvjft^I^littktowitrtoSdi^^^^ exit ot doiiul-n nf ,^.9ir:i& 
-flioO JiiioL fl/ioi'iomA bim dailiiS; od:J oidlud jVKj^iiiiU'J >(;xj8. 




that 8tatem^il]ft^>'hibafe1[)5^f3'ife«? M^->yo^f^^gbh 'Mfii^>^i^eflf 
(Mlf^oi^'h^f^y^^^^^^ Yn«Gfn Y/oiI oirA?, nov IliV/' — .rlHT .^Jd. 

^n5.— Only in cases of but little M^Mf^^^^ei^^ ^I^^^ ^^'^^^ «o 
'» ;M< 'ISaMD^^ ^j^o«*MMi^4bl^^^fete^J^mi^^e^MktteJ^-yeft^ 
the judge of the importance, or want of importance, off^jf 

pet^bnd dpiniorts'.'^^ -^'' ^^> '^^n^^- il-gril ^^-lov jj j>iii'irjf) Lov/oft-rovo 
Int 193.— What compensation have you received for JM^ 

^f iAnai.^I liflV^^TelMVedifol^^^aeii^^ ^el^f^d^j^^ flii*%±pfei^fil 
pfei^^ttiit*fe3^si>t'dU5*Si h'irrohiovo iroocl fM:ff ti 'i"i[|')fl /a 7/<nii[ 

Int. 1. — ^IIowr,n\any rooms, was Mr. McDonald's house, at 

vV'i,ii.T''''V-i'-'f"^i- ^;'^fti />tr;:2ol(fc.rA -no7 ii')'>7/fM«r Jii'miMOT^iii 

Uolvue, divided into,? 'r r i '- .. f .. "r 

^'U?:--' -Vi^^r'' '='"1 '•'•'/ jj2btU7/0jr4,0Ji((jt')h /iin iu,'.)'.tn5v}0CJ 

J[ri5. — Into two square^rcSoms: nail and press on,the Tower 

floor : the upper floor is uiiBiiisned, and not ;divided into 

Moeiiil tlHl /ImxI yiu; fill?/ 

rooms. . . , ^ ^ ^ tI \ . V 

in^ 2. — J or about wn^ sum. would you undertake. to con- 
struct as ffood a buildinff^as.Mr. McDonald's house in Port- 
land ; (Objected to as leading, incompetent, andiinmateriar, 
the Hudson 8 Bay ^Company not. claiming, tor a house m 
^drtfan^;'b«i'i{i'^6ivili^ ioibuipTq Uun^nr \mn YTfTMlii^q 

. ^n^.-About $1,500. , '^'r ' '^'' T "^^^'f -"^'^^ 

Hi 7iT7([0'i(i ij7/i>l 10 lojoriqoiq oift ^o'g(^j^.-^.(i;8Jj^j^^ 

Portland, Septemher 1,18%&^^^^^^ ^^^^'''^ ^^^ ^^^"'^^ ibiirJ^io^ 
.0()iX()l$ ()1 000,0§ mo'ii'io jiiolxo otlJ ol .mjj 1— .arvk 



bo^'.iid •>hu!iit<o 'lo tioqoi B ixidl -Aalib uo'^ o(T — .0<]r ,!s^v\. 
^lJBfll«©i8TAtes[«0fi'rtA.]^faaK?Ka4:>/X^ e-ioinfri hna vnfe*iii9/J no 

ob iiKil?isln^hoJ>^Qf^or^3od7r Jo ''^flBm l)iir» j/or oJ ii7/oa>[nn 
'>'i IiEii"WtoroXi>(Amt dfitfew^sti^Utt ba«rtjbithie,li5ftttei*jgtie^ 
for the distri<^mSl&Pe'gf)i'ioi^O'thkti^y/hMl§y^ 
g^mg^^^j^mMms^rhjemp^ ipud^di, .tJfnJviSJ<Eiridarion-^tJa* J. 
Ci><Jal?gdMifitrtta^*68>pradQ'efe^Iby^aM^t?^Mic^ 
States, in relation to the rnat^^ <tf t^NeciM«ii;o^t)bi^/{iadfiK^&^ 
Bay Company, before the British and American Joint Com- 
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mission, for the adjustment of the same, were taken before 
me, at my office in Portland, in said district, and reduced to 
writing by myself, or under my direction, beginning on the 
30th day of August, A. D. 1866, and continuing from day to 

several dates appended to said depositions, when they were 
signed respectively. ^^^'- ^^ '''''^^'' ''''"' '' *' 



exanaination, 1 adipinis^erpd the^ folio v»jigg^ oath : 

" You do solerinily swear^ that ffie evidence which you 

shall give in the matter of the cjaim of the Hudson's Bay 

Company against the United States shall be^ the truth^ the 

^hoJiJti^ttth^,^^Kh4^thiW^byt tAV^Mf sViel^ you ^od>^ 

That after the same w^ TOdu(!J6d to writing, the deposition 

^In t^s|;iD^opy^\5rl^^^ ]^S7^^,JiQr^]^l,B,^ti.niy,hati<J and 

{ r^.^^niAa%e(^.,^^^ 9§;i^m^i:%^i\^^i^trda^ of Sep- 

•li Jl.ciii \i\')iivyy\'<^n hid'! >/ n .'lo ^jvnlf ^* WlfxO^X^CUrk. 

lo'tl.;a-Ml ifo,.p>.M .(lu^.ir.loU ijruO .7/ v-| '.mi'.^ ..- m^ 

.TTiv/all .0 .0 .7^011 -lu /^'>Kri''.:iT 

:87/()I[ot an aor^oqof* ^-/jn(>ti:>i(''n'>)iiJ 
.p-.iioilr.cjnooo hiin /rjfiobiaoT ^'j^ifi thov ')n:t'< --,! .V'A 
.(IhuW ,.(;{(iiiivlO ,o->ir')I)H'J'f ;BMfiOX '>vil villi )•■/.- --.ii^ K 



ji"'\'''i. 



; }. !iJ .V'J M 



^Voiiij.TrjoM v/loo>l Old ^^mo rjoy bih ^ff: >v ii;<lv, .t) - ': ^^^ 

-biiTI uiit p.^nq noY hit) .l-r/^r nf I):)->.or) ii../ u'mT// ^ ;: ^^A 
raufv/ ai ,o^/li ^ KuH J'U'M lr>irK', j.oq" ^Z /jti-M'^-*'^ /kU h'/^OB 

tO'fuiD r.IliXitJ'I C/'J{ LU» J;LiOl /nni l^U> .I-'tllwCD 
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9ioif>d floliit oif)7/ ,^fum edi to jnomisutbis sdt 70*^ .aoiaaim 
oi l».'x.ni)9'i bini ,t')iit8ib bins ixi .biUilJioM iii eoiiJo ym Ifi ^sm 
9iit no yuiuuiio^ ,rioito9'iib ^m lobfin lo .'iloa^m ^cl s^n^ii^ 
oj 7Kb n!..^'.-i 'oin-ijfHJ.foo bifXJ ,0081 .a .A .iHU^isAloynb rij08 

odiBRIi:i8«oANIJ^5(«VIEW©AW^§0^ 

oiow voil] no J// .p.iiobigoqeb bka oi bobnoqqis eolfib Iciovoa 
UPON THE CLAIMS OF THE .'^[ovijooqasi boH-gia 

noT^ d'Aihr ')'>n'>bfvo odi Udi icovza x"l^«^«^^^^ ^'^ "^^^^ '' 
'^riJ p/do^.bnU orn -Jo mirJo ed:^ lo lOl Um odt iii ovr^ Ik da 
aiU .f^'l•lt o[ft 0(1 lliiilg p.otclS boiinU odt itsniu^^ii ^<.ini<imoO 

notil..{ .1 MiK-inii^U^eM^^^v/omn^ odi lotin ^tiiilT 

of Olympia, in the Territory of W^Mii^l%^^^A 1)efiaff 
birr. 4rfirtlie^.tTidt^d<««*^4)#lfi^ MRmfWmmMerl^A. 

Moses as notary publie^^^aftl-^r^'^^^t'erritory of 
J^'W^&lA^igldoU, ^ virtue of a verbal agreement made in 
my presence by W. Carey Johnson, Esq., on behalf of 
of the United States, ^nd Frank Clark, Esq., on behalf 
of the said Hudson's Bay Company. 

Testimony of Hon. C. C. Hewitt. 

The Son, C. C. Hewitt being first duly sworn, in answer to 
♦interrogatories, deposes as follows : 

Int. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupations. 

Ans. — Age, fifty-five years; residence, Olympia, Wash- 
ington Territory; I am chief justice of Washington Terri- 
tory, and also carrying on a farm in Thurston county, Wash- 
ington Territory. 

Int. 2, — In what years did you cross the Rocky Mountains? 

Ans. — In the years 1852 and 1862, 

IrU. 3. — When you crossed in 1852, did you pass the Hud- 
son's Bay Company's post, called Fort Hall ; if so, in what 
month, and how long did you remain there ? 
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Arts. — ^^I did pass nud8on'JvSfay>XD(}niipinyfB'fcH^,?dttled 
•iFortiHiill,vjI< think Wfwa(9'4ba)at)'iht3'IOtbidflycff A*gbst; I 
aaeaiipmfeditticfae.twofdiiye.vi'jr,^ -irri)/^ -'t;'/ .j. •■.•^•i ./■•..'. , «:, 

Int. 4. — ^Do you remember wtw&fW^a'iin i charge at *tliftt 

Ans. — I can't state positiroljf.tU^ /name;: Ithink-it'Wfts 
d(3ra)igidj ii; -> 'i!'i -nit "i • -.- '.'i-i..l v)h -k^- l.iV/ - •• .^nx\ 

Int. 5. — Whilst you were there, did yon have' any ci^rivef- 
■jBKtabn.with theiofficciviiri chaa^gejabout the buslh^s^ being 
4oiiei<at the ;.fortJ^'«iid! what .4318' Company (proposed to* do 
with thfiiposifci?' Ifiao^ state rtheMS^bstanee ofthat couvet- 

:::'Ans.rr^I ididihavena'icoaitiepsation with him upon thatsub- 
ji3et;:the' substance "of it* w^s- that;it would not pay to keep 
jthfei p(D6<j up^ ancl that tbeyi werd agoing to abandon it. • 

Int. e.-'— When you passed this point in 1862, inwhat coii- 
dit/ioilLdid you fiiidthe'po&t/? . j. ■ 

! )Azis.r^lijmnd up 'p(!)st;.theiKey it had been washed out h^ 
the river; there wafl'iiotbliildinjj'sitaading of any kindi. 
. :\l7Ui. 7*rtrWaa..the guouad remaining upon which Fortilall 
»tO(>d?'-/;. .'. . .. -■/ .'. ; • if'>.;f ••)>■>• ' ' ■ ■ ' ■ ^•■ ; 

. uii^s.—*! think noti; ^ait le^t Imot all of it. . ■ 

:..,., .. ■ i ^«. '.•: 'J. '.'...- . • • ' . J 

Mi^ u: i .' ' > ; OroBirexa'puntd by 'JE^ank Clark, Esq. 

Int. 1. — On your arrivahat-LFoift Hall 'about the 10th of 
Aogust;l852^.w^ho,iif-any[oB)e Jiesldes tliie man \Vh€)fie'Uame 
!y<»ii.0a;)l'rWa&'-Otaigii3^ wtusititlthfiuft plaice ? • 

Ans. — There was a number of mjau there; did not leam 
th^iivi eajnes^ or if;i;dLdj,'i;ia?geiforgottiGn them, ' - v '» 
IiZtffeifi.. 2*r-rWha.a(tJcompaniedi5pi61iltOiFortIlal]. - . ;• ' 

/jJ47i8k-n+A mauiby-tllo.na^ieiMiC; li. F» Thompson^ another 
man by the naniodf Iflujramjepyanotherman/by thename'of 
jKnssel Austin, ^udlLfewie^Ekisdgia;. dipse arC' the only male 
j3ajambeF3!ofi'tlie€on*piiyyfithat larecbllect. ' • ' ' • • 
n i<»^.! Si-ir— Waig thevevniuch aonvdrsation among your party 
at the tirae-you iwe^d'atOffort Htalljliibeut the busiiiefis^'Of ^e 
"{daebiat.that^tiniLeiX .-M \J^:v^ n . ■ . . / -. ^l -> ^-A 
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boI^?«5,4^]Sroile.thaUifI3ecaiI6cfe:ii'~>''.l»i'lI ^^jjq f>if) T — .>f\k 
: ^<._4,/r-Aft^il^leWibgi(FaiiD(Ha}ij /did /Jrorai t}ila\:aiiiiiheli^1f 
any, conversation with your party .eridthej/^, faib(i)6itl the ipiKce 
rftii^ tensineflsofitho^pJaaeiFv/ io'Ixfrjni)i uo-^ oU — .1 .^v\\ 

Ans, — I do not recollect if the subject was ever fiaflnmfl 
.^^i»ong;t>uriptiirtyyiarm^itHiathci^j-'>tj fi]n]s Vmn I — .-^.wL 

Int. 5. — What was the business of the place at tliajftiitfe 
.y-o«iWece.th«Te3 .lo/ Ixf) /rroilt )'i^.v/ no-/ )>([il7/ — .r. .'-A. 

^n».— It was a tradlng:»p(DBtl) ilFhereiflwasila dtoTeiitlafenpe 
tvith donae Indian;;good]^ iaifit, jaaiud'IlshouWnjud^fe fnom.a|>- 
piBATances,. iti was laidfeqpot'jfiin'^AuJs ^iKli|)eltiies(35[ and there 
may have been other goods there for aught I know. I-pfiar^ 
<jhased one or two aMLalesinyselfi 'trifling/in 'thrimielvies^ but 
important to ma 1 1 wantedlto-pwrdiafee sonij3>floBr,'buittthp 
man in charge would not lefcme havi^ ift^iirl judgpfi^e^BOj tlifcrt 
ha:had none fo'P sale. j,!i-..{ <\il.t i-;- -• u"/ ff-.i //-- .."• .n>\\ 

Int 6. — Was not this man, "iw-kope^ nakmei you think fv^Ae 
;CJmigie, a mere hand;.<l>rT3aJhi)irel*^at-tl:|e''poiti,)iaiid!Bot a^per- 
son placed in charge'Of jit^hyithbiGompany ?ji '■'' : i . :: • :: 
: 'Ans.-^Tile told mjs hoiwas.the ]lia;aii"thatikid>o45arge ^f^the 
post; he directed the other men that were employed ithere 
after the packing off tfu«a^ 3md tappfearedida iKei^^fciie agbne- 
ral supervision of the business, as far as I could judge. 

Lit 7. — ^Di,d he tell yoli'^liiit'jtite\waB\pea'ma^iehtly in charge 

of the post, or that he was only temporarily in charge, dur- 

!ingthe absence of ILiiisupeifioifiofiiceri?. 'nn/ jiO-.l nA 

■.^r)An&. — ^He told mb Belther), t<Di'theibei9t,ofl'Mi}i:r0dolleotioit ; 

what he told about it^ isi-^i^hjarflilhhaver ^i^ad;^^8Ftatedv:toi'feh^ 

ihe&li of -my recolkdHioii^ifi 'lo 'i-'><(r.n;.i r, -mi tri'xi'j'--.... (. 

Int. 8. — Was not thatapokt •of-^iedtii^ailiieto e«iigiiaat»i6 
Oregon, Washingtoi>/iaodi(3arlilfofnia5.at'tbalt'da('tfe-,~a6{ afiftrd- 
■ing piTotection against tla-JiMians^: andljUs/ai point ivhereN they 
ioonld generally 'prQCTii3^-<nece38aByiisil|jpliea>?iM;ii hIi / i - 

Ans.-^'Fvotn. my expfen'i£mx;e',iIlde'iMiwtltUink 3|tiivag(^; iat thiit 

time I neither saw tioridijearfl ofl^nyiJapatil© Indians in that 

^jbct^on of tlie .oo:uia.trjT:j 'I ygaw ikia foroeyiif th6ifo-hiid^bteen 

rhtistile-lEdians thorevedffipSieiit to (ffibcdipiT^ ..> m\ 

Int. 9. — Do you know whether the dnJMiiialiaii4;aiini»i.bf 
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profits an4 loss, at Fort Sail, were made np at that post; or 
-at Fort Vancouver^ and do yoa know whether this man, 
.whose name you think was'Craigie, had any means of judg- 
ing correctly whether the business at Fort Hall was profita- 
hle or not ? 

Ans.-^l do not know anything about it. 

Int. 10, — Was not the site at Fort Hall valuable as a trad- 
ing-post, upon a line of travel from the Atlantic States to 
California, Oregon, and Washington ? 

Ahs,—1 do not think it was any more than any other point 
at which there was a trading-post; I do not know of any in- 
trinsic value it had pver any other trading-post. 

Int. 11. — ^Do you not know that this locality is the best 
wintering ground for stock, within a wide circuit, within 
that section of the country ? 
. Ans, — I do not ; I was never there in the winter. 

Int, 12. — Do you [know] when and why that post was given 
up by the Company ? . 

Ans. — ^I know nothing about it except what this man in 
charge told me. 

InL 13. — In your examination-in-chief, do you mean to 
swear simply to yoijr present recollection or impression of 
the substance of the conversation of this man, whose name 
you think was Graigje,,ha/i over fourteen years ago ? 

Ans. — ^I do, . , 

. .Questions by H. Carey Johnson, Esq. 

Int 1. — ^Did you see Captain Grant in 1852 ? If so, where 
was he, I mean, .th^ Hudson's Bay officer who had been in 
charge of Fort Hall ? 

Ans. — I saw a man called Captain Grant at the Soda 
Springs, at the southern bend of Bear river; dp not know 
whether he had ever been in charge of Fort Hall or not. 

Int 2. — If there were any circumstances tending to fix in 
your recollection the conversation you have related, had 
with the officer in charge at Fort Hall, please state what thej- 
were. 
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yi?i^(^ ,95fi ,vf,,^h,^lj: ff^ip^^jjjp^s^ ,. J ^d a curiosity, to^knpv 

their profits, and I talked freely with the man in cpar^e ugou 
that subject. At ^pify^l^^^l^^J^t^p^e,^^^^^ ^^eijejaci^ing 

sendU^g^a.Cfr^gft^ 9f^v ^9^,^^af|c/)^^y^ • Jfp not know wb 



Ithink to Oregon City. ^,^4jp^f>^^^t^^ifiJ^ft wuit^^^ 



which, wf^ also rfe\f, ^ip,4 pgy^^j^^l^^i^e^^y^'i^^^ 

led tq the QPAYSi^s^atip^ ][ h^^/9,^c^^^^^^^ ^^ 

my mind. |. ,. .^. ,:!.,,.] -1-^^];,^ y,f;; .j.^^j Uiui n (»r;i)-/ Di^^r.hJ 

tross-exa)mnau(m Jxesim^cd: 

Int, 1.— State the distance th^t^.S^6aia'SiWlii^6' i^ ft^dt^ ¥4^ 
Hall, also" whtili hasitfeg^ '&ii^iW iStjUxAt -w^tt^ elj^age^^fc at 
therinieyou:m'et'hiiW;^^^^^^'^^''''4'^'>''^Uf'''V/''l-,L'i .^ul 

Arts. — I should judge the distance io/hf^j^m^^rit^i-ftttei^lr 
eighty' rmi^s,^'m6W or tessV toi^hita'a^tfea4^^4^i)Bt-th-^re. 

Int, 2. — Was not the business Grant was t$^?n^'th^^tt§^- 
meravei^'lSrblitalit^'bti^y^"^^^^'^'^^'-^^^ '''^^>v .li JT 'A. 
' Ans:—1 judge froiii'^haf l^.^v«^idhflm'iti ^lAt h^'toM W§^ 

if WaW" ' ''' ''''"'^ "^''^ '^^^ /l<»i*-r/;r/J'..-/IIO0 ^)ifT lO :;•.>?, :t.>,'.I>, Gift 

for the Hudson's Bay Company, in whole or in^^ak?-'^^^^ 
Ans. — I do i;iot. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this nineteenth day of 
it^6venibeH A^/l)H^eeI^^^''^^^ nfEtqi/3oo. uo^ IM- -A ,hA 

'■ - --^- '""^^ '^'-^^^^- ^.'^'-^ ^MiffeiN^ j'i^ktt^fe^; T,'MfM>.^7 

i^d^i^j Mtel m^l!'':' 

. '. <' '. ^'t ij.iiii'i-jj -- J >inU'.iifU;>*'io '(iiij j)'i'.v/' r>'i'>ilj ■tl.-.-L- \>n\ 

i?i^. 1. — State your age, residence, and occupation.* .j^c^^ 
25 



of printer andl^?fet''lafiav^Msby'(>P'i^eiiPAWfe^^T^^^^ 

Bay Conipkny^s-4'oft''HaH?''' 1^ st^^ifetftt^^^ll6A iC-was^ aird 
what you fo^^»d.tfeeje.v/ >, , i / /, 

-4^«ir*-'I'4)a.f^^'5]>j^.i<j in Aijgu^t, 18^2 ; I found a very few- 
remains of old buildings, the bare remnants of an old sta- 
tion. 

' Int. 3. — Judgingjrom appearances, how had the post been 
destroyed ? 

An8. — Washed down by the rains, and then washed away 
by the floods. 

E. H.. Hewitt. 

Dated at Olympia, Washington Territory, 
November 20, 1866. 



Territory of Washington, 1 
County of Thurston. )^' 

I, Andrew J. Moses, a notary public in and for said Terri- 
tory, residing in said county, do hereby certify that the fore- 
going depositions of C. C. Hewitt, and R. H. Hewitt were 
taken before me, at my office in Olympia, in said couiity, ou 
the 18th and 20th days of November, A. D. 1866, in pursu- 
ance of a verbal agreement, made in my presence, by W. 
Carey Johnson, Esq., in behalf of the United States, and 
Frank Clark, Esq., in behalf of the Hudson's Bay Company, 
and reduced to writing by me, or in my presence, and under 
my direction, by persons agreed upon between the parties. 

I further certify that' to each of said witnesses, before his 
examination, I administered the following oath : 

" You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give 
in the matter of the claim of the Hudson's Bay Company 
against the United States shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God." 



In witness- whereof, I have hereunto set my rjij^^j^^^^ 

.(ion 

^^. '^ i.i .!! .:; 



■ ■' •• -•'•■ '• ■ •' ii'':> /'f'.-t -it «>[' ./tiff.'ui,' J»ij;> ifi :_ ■ !'.:-■''• , 7-ir-! 

■•--"i"i 'i! r''''-l .U .A . t->din')7«.;/ \'j kii\h il'iOi: Imu: id'^.i o/ij 
'"•I" .'• ■!• :"* 1. Mii'i Mf { *lr> 'ti;;ii .li rri j.p>.M' jk - ,..■.(, /'^-i.-v') 

■• • '• •'•'•.' L'.-" ufjiv/ !,(,:< 'iv) d-M;-> K)\ Jiulj vjiit'i'.)*. i ..•' »•,,'! ] 

■ '{.'j-rj :ijn//ii[;<.] ,dr ['►'ri-ilr-rnlmliii i .iioif.-it::.!),/ • 

' ■ .. ■ ." ■ it<»/ ODH'.d'i /;• jffj ir.dt 'fhifff'if (liiiii-)[*f^ ('(> .1..Y ' 

••^ ■ • ' ■ -• '■'',<{ -' i ».-;';i.ll ;.)i!-, 'lo ^i'i">..*j ;id^ to 'i'.'*,.-.r «.ii' .li 

'''"•• ^'' • v' ••' '.ir . J w. it .,d/ -Mj '»jinV. '',)jo< I>''iiij' ) -Jiif i-i'u?;.!; 

"d)ul.^ "''X. 'V-' ^ ^'^ (il'if'JfJ v>jJj »tiid ij/ii;i;oii. biis^i 



BRITISH AND AMERICAN JOINT COMMISSION 



ON THE 



HUDSON'S BAY AKD PUGET'S SOUND AGEICUL- 
TURAL COMPANIES' CLAIMS. 



^n the matter of the Claim of the Iludson^s Bay Company vs, the 
, United JStaies. 

I)epositions of witnesses taken in behalf of flie United 

' ■ States : ' ' ^ 

Testimony of George II. Belden. 

George U. Bcldcn being duly sworn, deposes and answers 
to interroiJ^atories as follows : . 

Int 1. — State ypvifa^e,, residence, and profession. 

Ans. — I am in my forty-eight year; resident of Portland; 
civil engineer by, profession. 

^Int, 2.-r^In what business are you at present particularly 
Qngaged? .^^ ..'^^^ ..... . " ..^ . , ' ' 

^.^ Am. — I am enga|^<}d ps .^uperintepdent of the Oregon 
]jron Company^ at psvyeg^o, Oji'^^gpn,. , 
.hit, 3. — IIow long hav^ you be(en,a resident of Oregon? 
,, An^r — I arrived first in Oregon t,he 28th.of Fi hiuary; 1852, 
returned to New YorV: in.J[une, 1856, 9,rri\<d in Oregon 
again in May, 1861, an,d ha,vQ resided in Ore4i«»n to the pres- 
ent time. ' . ; ' . » 

InL 4. — At what dift'erent places have v:>n. resided in 
Oregon ? 

Ans, — In Portland, Oregon City, Salem, an(' I^^ugene City. 
y,.. Int. 5w— Were jop, ever ernployed ,in the ^luveyor Qen- 
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eraPs office in Oregon? If so, how long and in what 
capacity ? 

Arts. — I was employed in the Surveyor General's office 
from July, 1852, to May, 1866^,- aikd igaln 'irom tlie . summer 
of 1861, to March, 1864, in the capacity most of the time of 
chief clerk. 

Int 6. — What connection, if any, have you had with the 
survey, preliminary or otherwise, of roiites for proposed 
railroads in Oregon? ' • ' ■ : ' ! 

Ans. — I made a preliminary reconnoissance of the Dalles 
and Celilo railroad in 1861 or 1862; for'W. S. Ladd and as- 
sociates in the summer of 1863. I was on the survey of the 
California and Oregon railroad from Yreka, California, to 
the summit of the Siskiyou Mountains ; I have also re-sur- 
veyed the Cascade railroad since its construction, for the Orer 
gon Steam Navigation Company. (The fifth and sixth inter- 
rogatories and the answers thereto objected to by counsel on 
behalf of the Hudson's Bay Company, on the ground of im- 
materiality and irrelevancy.) 

Int. 7. — State concisely the various railroad schemes in any 
way connected with Oregon and Washington Territory which 
have been proposed at different times, to your knowledge ? 
(The same objection on behalf of the Hudson's Bay Com- 
pany as to the preceding interrogatories.) 

Ans, — The proposed routes with which I am familiar, are 
first the California and Oregon Railroad from Marysville, 
California, to Portland, Oregon. That part of the North 
Pacific Eailroad west of the Rocky Mountains, by way of 
Lake Pend-Oreille, White Bluflts, on the Columbia, Snoqual- 
mie or Nahchess Pass, to Puget's Sound, also the Columbia 
River branch to Portland, also a proposed route from Salt 
Lake in Utah, to Snake river, to the Columbia river. Ihavi 
heard also of the extension of the Oregon and California 
Railroad, by the way of Cowlitz to Puget's Sound. 

Int 8. — Have you ever been upon the town-site of Van- 
couver ? 

Ans, — Yes, sir. 

Int. 9. — What, in your judgment, is the importance of 



39fr 

that site in relation to these various railroad schemes ? (Ob- 

ground that it asks for an expression of opinion of the wit- 
»i^Sfi4';r^lati<Wft(t& ftvi9»afeli^ jB,|vhifi^fjtJ|^.te^)tJflfiony 

Jtirteii^ifc^t(CWtW^flftta<JiW)^Wf) v.fi: !j;\.'i..-jT,0 .if vyu\i\ 
ariil»>tmflt iSvflftt; ^^/Wia> e^l^ /fll^f t^fl^ .t^.'ff^SWrrr.^i^o^i^^ 

fi*YJ^^/Qgairde^4(F6ftpp»v#«,,^,a.,i^ .yj)9R wy 

of the routes referred to, for the Teas^^,^]^%'f. ^f ^, ,Qf^ggi^ 
ered the south side of the Columbia river th^JbQtiter si4.^.for 
«iriija&k(2>ddti'o^Qi^rfro»fcftb^>i»9ft^iQi^^^a^ ^iy^>:4own tp^^he 
Ocitinjtoia'lYtlll^yj.O ,\i>iwn\^ J.-i/jz/.l-.-Mf j-mmi.- ...//lurii. 
iw<. ^a0trrrrJAlyoW/Ppi^P.<f8fo9jul4'^t|)^..^ P^:r^^ 

California and Oregon road from Portland to Pugg's So^i^pd, 
^ifesa.tthie-.m^r. afeQTf%,p(t, or.b^l^TVi Y^pcQuyer?; j(Ob}^ed 
toSby I Ifla^ .Hudfcofli'fl 'P^y ..Ciqaipftny'? .oowi^l^ oi;i tl^^ .^aji^pie 

gWmd.a§fthelprleq^i#g4»t^ri)g^pry.) j .- . , ,-_ 

I. j;4w^4^I reg^rfti tfo^C^toimtr^a ^iy^p as. a p§f^£^p^nt.obstap}p 
t^u a/icpniixmQU^ }\j\e^ ' og ina^y o^d ^f rom , Pqi^aad . to P^gpt's 
Sound; in other wor^^,.it.p:,w^t. pv^c^t^aWp fto .^ou^jtrpot a 
railroad bridge over it, ,0tt toy,:pGipitr,1|HBlgn^. Jtbej Ca^cftde 
M0uafttajft^;i sijtefeTaibri^g^fwpMld biE^iOf.gi?eM'W^gnitufie>,ftnd 
more difficult of constrttetion»thaia the .^ictflria.bri^g^ ,^9n<?3^ 
&er.Sf.TLa-wrienfio^f ,>. .-/ .j.j; _. :. .,. ,..,..: ..... ., ,.;" . ...,k 

^. ^in^..ll.K-Haver,ft»ylQf it|hQ.pflfilr4>a(J';5Ql^§p(iQs.y,9.ul^^ iJlu-. 
i4edito beiQOm^ sbif^r .d^vi^pe^vprf tb^ir tefpoiipi 9P de,%it^y 
fixed, as to materially affect the value of real estate, ^| ^py 
f^ttknhvt gitiBQ' jK>iJft-/p^^iqt^4^,Qpe|fOP joi;.W^hiirgtoffl? 
o'[{lAM^.'rri-^m7\iMV^X^ ^pfio^nyfrl^ii^tp, f^h^tiW^iolci ..bf^ i^. 
affected. ^ l));..fliijj| 

jB,#i4„a2>r-rTS;9\tnnp,^y;r^fifff^i^, ppii^i 9n,,t^|^/;'Willa;ijf^tte 
fifl^;£^b|3aa[;biaf .iriv^8,haY(^ y^a, ^e|ir4:W^.n^^(l ^n(i,propo^ei4[?!^ 

te^^MW^f^frti^^lQPfqgB^J^^^^ :: ir,;: 

^715. — Four points; one on the south bpjwpi^tof'the Colu.ni- 

^i%^l^we^B){tfc0fWP^thMptS[w^ -ri'yeff*„^.?,4iy^co.^v«^^ I 
#,ib tt^afc}^.tp lft^^t;(^)ife,is?r^r(ie#qiteffyy ^,;^^o^4.iaitt Pc^t- 
land; the third at St. Helen's; the fourth aflt'jB$i^ui,fiTi;,jtjftJ» 
:ipM3iw^t/fffia©yi,^lgezz;j)oi|^t^ ^pf^Ji^^^-pfc, ,:^ l.inu^i^ I - ,. ul 
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ciO) ' >if)m'>r{';?i bj^onin-t ernMinv qaod^ oi iioft^foi n- i'^". ivAi 

gineer in Oregon, at any tli/fefe!, ^feM^^'J^^fft^^^ict^til 

Ql'6= Atliititi^" ttitlP^* 'Pa^flc^^ S^fet^ W^W^4)i>,^tf ^Qi^tgow w 

' 'L4.7l5.'^-^Nb;^'8ri^J^^ '' ''^''^ ».i<iriurl«.'.) Ov[t 'io obis dlr.nv ^.<it jvrt.o 

Jn?; S.^-^Bdes J'013^1*' expei4<4fife6riettybteo^U)W>«tftfe^»^\^ 
a railway running northward, through O^^^i^Vfjp^nCliilS. 
fornia, \VbuM ^erftuiliy'^^#p6t-ft^tofehtty't^rittti^ ^'^V. 

.'^'J4^5'._No; sir."' '' •'•=*!•■'' i'HVn !..:')•; iu>;:'-.'!() luUJ ..;■"'■.'!:') 

' iwt i— If 'the ColiimMa i^U' pe^T*tnaiierit 6b«keJ^ to-th^ 
constrdctiofi of a •eotititiddti^ ■ l*&?iiHvay iFrOtti' -^^^dla^df to Put 
get's Sound, because as' y^a eay ^^^c^Aiio^* bel br5dg»ed, npntlft 
outtc>o mtidh ejrpei^'se,' attd'^^-tatl^ay i^b(9iiiM'bje''t-(instru6ted 
riinniiig dottn the 'n6fth s?^e^'#id'CdltitnWa'¥iVer,'wouM 
fto^ Vaticonx^e^r bie to'itn'ploAa(fttrj)(iint^»''''^ '^ "'^<> ^'' •• • '''-^^ 

.4)?^:-^Ishot5fl'<i tMdfcitlmfi^t^be.Jf ^'»'^<> o^L.-k- r . • •.•! 

Jn<. 4:— 16 n6^t Vaiidoiiv<j]^''thfer'h^d''olf*ini4t*fatit)tt On- 1:14 
Columbia riVer* for* s€fia-goiftfg"«^e«^s«^l&'?i'^"^'*>'t^^^^ ^'f '■' - 'i 

J.715.— There have been sea-going vessele^a^'ftigh^r pbinii 
on the' Ooliimbm'^hati VUfrcbtfiftet^,'^ the nkvi- 

Ration of the? riVfer^O'bfe'moi^dhtt^i^ate^ahdwdiffictiltabovfe 
Ml iat point.' ■ ' ■''*-^ ' ' >i-"»:' '♦Ht Wy'Alu /'{Ln-ynufr n* >,, .i'»/ft 

i^i; 5.-^Dc( 'n'ot leug^riieff-fe ^f 'abJHty'pi^i^'tb'^^ north: Bidf 
of the GoTnhiM'df^riv^t''^Ittoi*oiite ftJ^^th^^lN'^^e^ Pabific 
Eailroad? !• • .fl^ 

' Aii^.^V ^S^^r^m a^feiw of itfc#^ii|)iKi«6Wiof/<^frer4 bn vfcat 
stibjefet; ■Th^''i^Ute^ftha!t''I'4liJke of >ih^«y^f)!^vfe>ii9 Q±dm^ 
nation, ^8 ti6t'th^'Ffee5!4fe'fekil*o>*^:t^W^!^^^^ of tfeii 

bi^anoh'toPo^tKi'ftSi ^'^ ''•'•■' "^'to'J*'') : miii(^<( 'iu</" >k 

Int. 6.— JW^iAd'ndit'thfe SortK Pacific ^RAih^fedjootth'ectin^ 
the Afl^ritiiS' Sfat^' wilih'Piigl3t^d''«^utidVl^ii ^tfoTth' of tb% 

J.W5.— I should say^^06^;^^}tf? ^iit^>'M'5i*t^t^^^^lwlay6iMJtl|)i- 
posed, by either the Nahchess or Snoqualmie Pass. 
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' Irit. 7.— In c&se the North Pacific Kailway rung in either 
of the passes mentioned by you toPuget's Sound, would 
not k railway coamecting California and Willamette VtiHey 
tfitb the; Nprth Patnfia Railway, strike the Columbia river 
most properly somewhere .b^tweeu* Sandy river and Van- 
o^livefr?- ' "' -J,; • . . ;. • 

' 'J.«^.^-i*iWitbo«t'any reference to the epecial interests of 
tfee WiHam-ett© Yalley, as I consider those interests, it would 
Im' the' best point to strike the Columbia river, and easiest of 
6on&h^oction. 

Int, 8. — How far is Sandy river from Vancouver ? 

Am* — I do^not know precisely ; I am of the impression it 
is fifteen mites oi* thereabouts. 

Int, 9. — Which of the three presents the least difficulties 
for the cdnsti'oeti^u of a railway from Portland to the Col- 
tiiAbia river to a- point between Sandy river and Vancouver, 
or a railway from Portland to St. Helenas, or a railway fix>m 
Portland to Ranier? 

J.n5.— ^Aside from the costs of a bridge over the Willam- 
ette, my inffpre^sion»i8, that the? route to the Sandy would 
be the easier o'rle. . - . 

' InL 10.--^I>oes not a.p4)rtion of the city of Portland, con- 
nected witi^ the other portion of Por4}land by a steam-ferry, 
Ite-ea^t of the^^ Willamette river?' . 

An%. — I am uncertain whether any part of East Portland 
fe' within thejiincorporate limits of the city of Portland^; I 
«Lm df the iflipreffsion a small iportioju is. . 
' '' int llii^+^Whfilt iR.thediataDce in ati air line between Ea^t 
PoHland anidaripolntolij. the* Coin mbia river directly souih 

^■VancicAiverl-' •■.'■'-..<. ^ .•■ i . • . • 

; ^m*-*^I'beUelveiifci1x>fbe>abowt'8ixmil^B. 

" •(/ JOitml Examination jResitmed. - 

Ini l.-i-WhattJiproportiDh do East and West Portland sns- 
itditt to -^ach' ©thearki 'population' aad business importance? 
■ jl-n^.^i^iPortlind'isi'aiarge fend improving towfi-; East 
PoitlaJWj 'l^-alfnere subiirbv: bat • the valtie of property lA im- 
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prcyving there; many of its. ditizens reside ither^,^Trt \their 
business is in 'Po'rtlana proper/ - ' »'! .t i .i. .- < t Ir- 

Int. 2. — ^Supposfe ^you werd' eoti struct img. a raili<0a'd ;fr€na 
Poget's Sound to the Columbia! Tix^er^i at St^hfe^pOiBtiwclid^ 
you expect to reach the OolurmbiaffiDst/?',' - [t^jji. \^,.^^ 

Ans, — It is not an easy thing for an engineer to" <Jeeide 
upon the relative. merits of competing -Toufces, without tthe 
knowledge given; by an instrumentalt survey ^' allotheil^ tjring|s 
being equal, I ! should strike 'thfe G4>lum.bia;.at..thft ;n-eMfea^« 
point to Puget's Sound, which/ would be in tbevieimitg: of 
the Cowlitz river. • •' ■• ■••••' ^n j.;> ^.; -hj /".;i ..- ^ .s\ 

Lnt, 8. — Do youknowy or have youevei? hieard of Any fea- 
sible route from the Puget's Semidifco.thB Oolambia^ .ej^cf?pt 
the one down the Cowlitz?' : ■ ■ .'• > \ 

Ans. — I have n^ver known any other "than that, except ^ 
line of military road from Vanoouvery-pfi. wfaic^b X.hfaiYP 
merely heard, but know- nothing. )■ ^ m ^ ' 

Int. 4. — Is there any material differetuce^ i6CJ far.a^ :yx>u 
know, in the route for a railroad from; Raiwier, opposite: the 
mouth of the CowKtz to Portland,, running. oas. the rfioUjtb 
bank of the Columbia, and thence across tO'FortUnd? - ..> 

AfM.—t shduld thinfc'therew<Dtild]bjB very little. differi^tice 
in distance ; my imprefesion ha8«b(&eifi jthati 'the tsouth bank is 
more rough and broken; it wou:ld^fhoT«i€ltef ^- save i a -bridge 
at'Portknd; ■' '" '^'^ ' v- ' '• '^'-^f iimt!')-..?!: iiii, " -.y.s^l^ 
' Int. 6.*^What, reasons! haVeijy6u^foT^'i^e';€5)iuiani;th?.t^ 
branch of the North- iP^flc''I8ii;lrtmd,id)(m Calwafej^# 

Valley should,- eitid' Will; be confittmbtedlori thd 65tttll bat^fe of 
the Columbia rive^J, ftftiei< 'getting teio^^^/tbejSnike rivets?,, j 

Ans. — First, there would be one crossing of theiCoUjirUbi* 
less. From TJmatil'Ji' aiB fir up>ilhe^divGr?.:a87Lliaarel ti^avefted, 
to a point a few miles below the Dalles, there is no special 
difficulty in the' cott^sti»hcttoto 6f,iav'Aaili?oa<iJ, On the north 
side, for some fifteen or twenty miles above the Dalles, the 
difficulties' woulil 15el great bfeloKv iCroit.'q . [ ? ] tP<jltft ;^ I should 
siippose the .diffionMed tvouldbBiaboqti equail.on; /mch m^9 
asfiar down afl'tbe)Oascad«tFa%;. framt.iHBiQa«o^ifcle6.'..4<>wn, 
the Oregon* si^e s^BflDisvto (iiejlwrf l^d'th<^ ^eas^^ 
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difficulties above t •TJioatiUa ■ )latidi«ilg^'? » ^ )(iOhj'^cftfl<i *a- as- heir- 

eafj^.)!*' h\)']> \>i\') oilj ifo I>j;< '!lM;'j xi iioiiu(|o viff f. I - -^a-^ 
oJ J/ite»i*^I ^ifi) not^JdufficiettUyi'iiifotmedlAs'tD ihat- regionvof 

,7:i<ij:ifr .11 .oifdoss'-ezaminaiion Resumed. 

Int. 1. — State the width of the Willamette river at Port- 
land, and the time required, and the means employed to 
cross from Ea8fc»to^W€&t(Portlaliidfn r/'»{yi .- i C 

Arts. — The width of the river is about 1,900 feet; from 
1iirer.jt0-fiwd>iniBa^e(ih ,emsfliiig' by steam fe^ '\ .Vt 

Int. 2. — Do not all the prinxripal tdwus in 'tbe:WiHiaihette 
Valley above «i|(Dirdarld;tna!Bie>j^^ Oregon Gity, Saletn, Albahy, 
amdotbBtlol/geflt ejrtobt^f agvicukdM'ddutitry, lie bto tbe^east 
side of theiWiikiiietlbei river; lajb I least ^ far ojs ffehe same h 
navigable; dQring{<hfe{>grelaterip(D^1?ion>of the yeari? '- ^^^^ 

Ans. — Theithteeipoints'fep^cibeb of, 'together -with the^best 
agri^tilt«aii)al ipcMtiobsJof ithevvdltey^iareoai the^ast'sidc^ of the 

Int. 3. — Would it not be advantageous to have a short anad 
therefore comparati^feljl cheiijpi railway' bridgd across the Co- 
lumbia river at the/Ba^lesj \Mhbre'theii'i'i^efrfis' V6ry Bai*rdw, 
aBdiQohtiiHa^'^heirarilkaiy'th«nce toitheimoutih of tK^ Cowlitz 
on the rightiior1nocrC)litb^mfc|of ttheiGoluwbla'riAre^^ and co4ld 
xiotwfcr^ncDltai^ ft>oMiBo?rtlatkdijoiiiit tina^foiiehiy W fl&rry-bbat 
at some point bStwrtidli'iViaiiocfuri^y. i/ftkiiBondy/l^i^fer ? • ' ' \V 

Ans. — I think no engineer coijlidtiiokipflile^the 'COfets ^f the 
roads on b'ath7baAfci»iofith^ iriwet,^itbc>ttt ■d'et^^^ 
axenffial eiirveysjiand <m^ef^ftli^edtil«ktes;^^*Mylimpfp^essioni^in 
regard to the banks of the Columbia river, through the Gki^ 
csAeiQl'hh^& alrig^«tfett^d.< 'iPhe oobiMO#otfs«byferfy-b^t 
and the ^bpid^e^iafeibiDtiii feasible '5 ieojfetri'ias th'eit'rdspfective? 
naeritpiaHB-ebncfeifn^d^il (thiijikiiiO' kmB> ooMd>dete(i^mibe. ' ^ - 
oafhi^.l4;-+44lii (km ofith^yebn^itoti^n ©f a^!rfkilv^ay>fm*rtiiiCttU^' 
foTMa)tlmiugh (Giti^gm^ aeititied'«t<!)t>b^a^'*tlLe'^f)l•odftleft^'ftif^i 
manu&ffi6ulc09U(9f £^be^ikut(^Pe£t|ptfdviO]M etUi0|t»i^ii^liL^r^^^i%kyi 
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^?AlGterfide> oidihst WiltemiBtiiec^iwemcpj'eseilutBl'ffi^.f ri^alest 
advantage* fcDd>figiil^i€!fe;iA)M)itB[c<ttii[atj^ aoillijoiflib 

Ans. — In my opinion a railroad on the east side of^.the 
pivjec/;erosti:ii^ otoatiifeQiw«eT;iil)ajIkiair)16iregtot QrfyJwoBid^be 
of greater advantage, though of niOMifippejJsiw^aittJ (^tffiouifc 
construction. 

.t(.'«"j r-i 'j,/^ otr-MfiKfffV^ oilt 'io xfiF)iw oift 9tn1r^ — J .^sd 
rj ':• . ; ; r.u;) :'ifi;';nr oih I)iff; JtO'irnji'j^f omit eilt [h'fn ,hr(jij 
Testimony o'i^f)Hiii)o*His»*4&GHirQlKji}r ifTo-i'i ^^eo-io 
:]!'-!\ :.\' :': '"'*•• -.J n:r,j[n ^j '['v/i-i o<ft To jl-lbiv/- ^;ilT — .v.uk 
1?. i). Hunlingtmx being ^dljrfSWGant!!), deposes kndL)aiisJwtea;s'it& 
-I- .iaterrogatories^as^/fdlbJV^Boin'i oifi l!n I'-ir '.('I- ,L* .^^A 

iw^.. L^r-State yoiii? ag^i^'^T^fcid^iicejiaildiobcmffetroiij / WluV 
T u47r«.-^My.;ag.ei dsr.fiftjrtfii^ijohitjrii i^esideiw^ tis>vMbntttlaelki^ 
WaiBliingtoia Tericitoiy;i^o<l?uj^J;ionith^'©f!jalK^hi^^ 'Io -Ayr 

Int 2. — How /loog haYie>grt«4{i"esjd^at;(MiQ|Dtici^llol?l •;:: i /rui 
t •J:m*t^Sin^e.KjOVfiDjh'<^c, il'8A0(,|4iOHprea^ndb)tifcnei(rr -- v.vdv 
) 'ii^. 3.1-^Were )3^0Ufacqxm^i?t)^SjwilJLit1iedM 
pany property at Caweeman, on the Cowlitz river ? Ifrsoi;: 
gtaterwhen>,3n(Mi,fLr9t-.«aw}}it.iu)jvf-rj ad ion ,1i l)]}rn7/" — ,,-; v.A. 
-•-)!4na.i-^Yee.;: I '5iaw.'it/m4t/erfapiiXjiE) 1^481 irrint^ 'ric'i ;« hJi 
//J«^*i.4.*^What.!b©<ian)^!o£'ithia*pi^|»e^ Ik -iivf-f {.^[.Imnf 
X .il^«*^-f-Well^ tihe(biiilding$ WBi^itt)mdfcwntaM':Hflj8eiiiby liie.': 
h\hi>h k«^TrHowdidiyi®w]((^dmdiirlop3Ja3BiadfdiDafMth1^ .Oilt jto 
t A^i-^r^ bjoja^htntb^sob fifGi|iIthjeI flgy6titsi^ the] aompafay^hjri. 

Int, 6.^How/mu><^(di(iy^5>mjp&yjf<?rAh0mtSd tino([ i>riiOh in 
/);ii)t^>^i^j3^^^rity*ifiir(^fdolUitSioo -loo/rip^/io on i/fniih I— .'•.^^k 

sLA^.-^-Myiiimytifessic^fa^^ fnade^m/the falli-oift 

1867* • ,,J ii;/; "iilt /jMvh JildllUjIoO *.H[tlo '-.vlnx^if ^ifl 01 lv<Ki2//^ 

j^ii2*.,8,~^Wh»k*?e^ na[flies.&f)ttb«^^^ata of itJtd Qoisiii^ 
paciy with'iwljQrt^ y^uiJieg©tiatfeQd3bb't)iflft*hfis>'pup$^Bfi!?o.:] l>nji 

cig^ii^:^an^la«d/Ilie^n8'% alci^ed'Aficfeau^aitrjwitib hlia-^M/dfeo 
t|J(fe^d.rwitb)i\r.,,,'I'plmi^&4» l^ai^tKe li^mrtt^LtofjMTt)') 

Edjv§ld'i%je^ef?^Ltto§ii(ji9Jtitt 
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Int. 9. — Did Mr. Spencer give you any deed, bill of sale, 
or other writing* fbr the property ? 

Ans, — He gave me a writing; I suppose it might be called 
a bill of sale. 

Ini. 10. — What has become of that writing? 

Alts. — It is l<!)st, I suppose ; I cannot find it. 

Int: 11. — Did he, at that time, give you any other writing 
or paper relating to the Company *s rights there? If so, 
, state what it was. 

Ans. — He gave me a paper; it was a certified copy of a 
writing which the Company had from a man called Thi- 
beault. 

Ini. 12.— If you now have that paper, please hand it to the 
officer now taking your deposition, and make it part of the 
same. (The introduction of the paper is objected to by the 
counsel of the Hudson's Bay Company, on the ground that 
at the date of the paper there was no title in the pretended 
grantor, that the instrument is without seal, that there is no 
consideration expressed, that it is a copy of an instrument 
which was never authorized to be recorded, that there is no 
acknowledgment, no proper certificate by the recorder, and 
that it is irrelevant.) 

Note. — Witness here hands in paper which is marked by 
me document " K.'* 

Int 13. — Have any of the Company's agents had, or at- 
tempted to exercise a6y control over that property since you 
purchased it ? 

Ans. — No. 

Int. 14. — In what condition were the buildings when you 
bought them ? 

Ans. — They were getting old and leaky. 

(The whole of the testimony of the witness, so far as it is 
intended to show the conveyance of any land, is objected to, 
on behalf of the Hudson's Bay Company, for the reason that 
no conveyance of any description of any land to the witness 
is offered in evidence, and that no authority to act as agent 
of the Company has been shown.) 



m 



Oross-examination by, Q>v/i]iiaif\y\S,,Qmi(\^4^^ ,. < .:;... •{-: 

InL 1. — Did you not include within your don;^Uou claim, 
at Caweeman, the fiv<^ acres of lauii tjipu.ctaiiniexj by tbe Hud- 
son's Bay Company, a^d PR. vYM<^b.t|i^V.^a|'^bausie|ast00fl,? 
. ^7?5,--rI did. . . . . , r.; , f. •■; 1 'i ii ■•••\ 

• . InU 2.: — Wheu you w^nt toCawe^manj-^iiiiPei kwo^^n as 
Monticello, in'1849, what business were the,;Ki?d^p,n';« Bay 
Conipany carrying on there? ?. : , , ,^ >.,, ..._, ,!! . ,..,!, 
V An^, — ^Noue at that tin^e, pxcept s-toringgjiviin^itbat I recol- 
lect of. ' . .': ' 

InU 3. — Did they not sell goods there for. son^p years after 
1849? .,..:.. 

Ans. — ^Yes; they di^. . . 

Lit 4. — Had not one of the buijding9^.>vl[iich you rqfej^ito 
as haviug purchased, fallen. ij^to. tjhe riv^r in. consequence of 
the caving of the bank, and wjis not the !Qt}jer one threatened, 
with similar destruction,, apd -re^ipioved froTO,it$ 3ite by you ? 
. Ans^ — One of them the water hctd wa^l^^^^ ;the.b4uk iclose 
up to it, but not under it;..but.shQrtly ^aift^r^rit >vashed about 
half way under it, so I tore it down. tVh^i^^X tore the:0the:r 
one down, the water had not wash(^d so ,!clqse.ujj;to it,,.[J^t] 
that there was a path between it and the riyej';, )ve wer.9,|.a^d 

are threatened all alono^ therq with the cavino^ of the. banks. 

^ . . . ' . . : , /.It; J*^! If ■ ■ ' •••.' 

Portland, Kovember 29, 1866. \' i= <• .-,.f. j I 

: . . ' :.■' ■,.:'.!/"./' ,»...l ^;|vf'»') li'.fLY/ !'! • I ' ■''^. 

,■ .' '.^.i.■ \, . ; .;. 'r :-(V •. !•, /' ' . ! - • L 

• ..;: •.,.,.'■ ..-i, |., ,, i'.A\'- >f 'lilt '!(» -.!( ' •<•''"> 
> • "... - . :, .•■ . •.■ . . . ;.f, , , /.t. ,-, \.h ?;.,.'••.,.:•' 

... ■■^\ ^ M ..,.,;}; ..,■ •.<. ■ ,. • • 



^'/lO'.lhlll ','\\ to liiJil >d Jio ..r-'.^M J. •»•,;! \\ :,\ ..' .i;i:...'r 

-;.6S3'hiaf i$i to. ^aj! thfetiv Ji//TbibQftttlt> tpl^iiig. .^. <?Ui<ia/ p^ 

the Caweeman, on the south bank of the Cowlitz rivei5ji4p^t 
hfti^ebjcuaalk;© oyer ftp thftUonbte^ Eu4s<>n'^ . B*y Cop^p^iiy', 
for their use, dftdft^nithw fexiaiujBii;^etrigti.t. apd b^tL^fit, fiy;a. 
acjTpg. Ksati.of said iobim vof tbat^p^wtftour of'tond.on, .wAi«t 
tbedicigcawQiry.jaad bii<iildiog«ia3iOtr-)Sitft|idHi. > <> : •■ 
J>ated thiSitistenty-SQYienth day of Me^^ A»I^- 1846. . [ , 

,^ ^^ _,, .. ^^ . ^ _ ;. ^^ .J J^ X Thibeault, ' , '' 

" '* ' ' ' ' " '•" 'mark. ' '^ 

■^ijjnes^ee: .,,. , . ,;',',^, ' ,, . ""':',' " '. . . ' ' ' '',■'.'■" 

(Signed) Charles X Deroche. •' .: • 

'AJttestedatvoQ.DQl)]?;-,- ,! : ^r .;• .r . 
(Signed) Eichard Lakb,! ,< ■ 

. ,Jmi}({^fif\iiH'^^^ce in and for Vancouver County. 

I hereby certify that the above instrument of writing is re- 
corded at page 163, in Eeeord Book No. 8, in the Eecorder's 
Office, in Oregon City. Eecorded, January 26, 1849. 

Attested : 
(Signed) Theo. Magruder, 

Recorder. 



State of Oregon, 1 
County of Multnomah ] ^^' 

I, James Guthrie, Jr., notary public in and for said State, 
residing in said county, certify that the foregoing depositions^ 
of George H. Belden and H. D. Huntington were taken be- . 



fore me, on the 29tli day of November, A. D. 1866, in pur- 
suance of a verbal agreement, made in my presence, by W. 
Carey Johnson, on'^h1iMv<^f^^hi^ 1^13*116^)3) States, and W. F. 
Tohnie and K. H. Eeed, Esqs., on behalf of the Hudson's 
Bay 'C6hipany,'tiiia'tedtioedkBlwMtili^Jb§^ t^ <Sfi iri reyi'j^r'^s- 
eface!,' afid unde?>i^y dili^^i^ti^ii^,' by'pe^sons'^^^^ppn^iyJthKl 
parties. •* * "-■ -■'.••<■*. '^ • ..■•'-. t-'J ii'; .;«'• •: 'r,vf>'.) odi 

(Iftirthet t'ejkifytHdV'M e^hsoifisaifli #itii«e9es>,>ib€&)i(.e!'AisJ 
^xstminatioii, IMMnM^r'^d^ih^fiMiiiMing^di^^ '^i'-^di idt 

^^* Y6u'soliemrtlyjBWe^tl}a«i4he't^ideBbe ^jisa toayijgiv^qinJ 
the matter of the claimW'tbe-H>iQ!d«i^ii^felB»j^ Dauenpanyiagadbat) 
the United 'SiAt^^ eliatt Be tt^ ifii^utJ^lhfriwkJleiltl'iit&^i^d 
nothing but the tr,vitl^,' so help you Gcra." 

I further certify that the deposition of each witness was 
carefully read to, and then signed by him. _ 

I further certify that the papef; hereto annexed anS^^^ftiaifea 
« K," is the one referred tb^ m'U^ tes?fm6hy of J^.'W^U- 

tington. .^n:jo:i:i(L Z -t.iji^ilO ;i"»')^?;"ir!) 

In testimony whereof, I ha^e^hereto set my hand and 
affixed my notarial seal, at my office, in Portland, 
[l. s.] in said county, the twenty-ni:iiJ|Pd^i'<6f i3!fx5^ 

A. D. 1S8&J -:f ■:.'.]:! ' ;n.,.r.j.>^) 

Notary Public^ Oregon. 
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